Google 



This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 

to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other maiginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing tliis resource, we liave taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain fivm automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attributionTht GoogXt "watermark" you see on each file is essential for in forming people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liabili^ can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 

at |http: //books .google .com/I 



.1 Xt k k 



SF 



TWENTY-THIRD ANNUAL REPORT 



DAIRY m FiD COMMISSliER 



STATE OF MICHIGAN 



YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1916. 



BY AUTHORITY 



.AflCHlGAN DATRY AND FOOD DEPARTMENT. 



James W. Helme Commissioner 

Burr B. Lincoln Deputy Commissioner 

F. L. Shannon St«ite Analyst 

M. J. Smith Chief Clerk 

H. D. Wbndt Clerk 

Miss Gladys Damb Clerk 

Miss Ruth Hoarb Clerk 

Miss Lillian Pombroy Clerk 

Miss Paulinb Phillips Stenographer 

Miss Charix)ttb Marshall Stenographer 

Miss Ida M. Harris Bookkeeper 

Miss Nan Chiijos Chemist 

W. C. Gelvglby Chemist 

Waldo L. Scovill Chemist 

eToHN T. RowE Regular Inf^pector 

C. V. JoNBs Regular Inspector 

AVm. J. MiCKBL Regular Inspector 

Jambs E, Helbbr Regular Inspector 

EuGBNB P. Berry Regular Inspector 

R. E. Woodruff Regular Inspector 

Chas R. Webb Regular Insy)ector 

F. M. Dillon Regular Inspector 

Mrs. Myra C. AViieblan Special Inspector 

Thos. J. Khlly Special Inspector 

O. M. Edson Special Insy>ector 

E. H. Shuler Clerk and Messenger 

drug inspection. 

A. R. Todd Drug Analyst 

Chas. A. Bugbeb Drug Inspector 

M. A. JoNE« Drug Inspector 






LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL. 

Dairy and Food Department, 

Lansing, Michigan. 
Hon. Woodbridge N. Ferris, Governor: 

Sir: In accordance with the provisions of the Act creating the Dairy 
and Food Department, I herewith transmit to you the report of the 
operations of this Department in detail for the year ending July 1st, 
1916. 

finances. 

The annual appropriation for the support of this Department is 
f35,000, and in addition it derives certain license revenues from 
creameries, milk dealers, ice cream manufacturers, commission mer- 
chants and bottlers of soft drinks. During the past fiscal year over 
112,000 was collected from these various sources leaving the Department 
an available fund for the fiscal year of $47,765.12. During the year 
there has been expended in operations of the Department |42,864.10, 
leaving a balance to be covered into the State Treasury at the end of 
the year of |4,901.02. 

The Drug Department receives a yearly appropriation of f6,000. Of 
this there was expended during the year |5,643.18, lea\dng a balance to 
be covered into the State Treasury of f356.82. Combining the two, after 
running the Department for the fiscal year, there was turned back to 
the general fund unused appropriations of $5,257.81. 

One year ago I reported $9,000 turned back into the State Treasury 
and this included over $5,000 that was received from licensing stock 
feeding stuffs in the State. The Legislature of 1915 took this feeding 
stuffs license away from the Dairy and Food Department and placed it 
with the Agricultural College. As a result this Department was de- 
prived of $5,000 of revenyes. Had I received this my showing would 
have been much better and exceeded that of last year by over $1,000 in 
money turned into the State Treasury. 

This financial showing I regard as an excellent one when we consider 
that two years ago the enforcement of the new weights and measures 
law was placed with this Department and we have done an immense 
amount of work along this line without any additional appropriation. 
A full account in detail of the operations of the Weights and Measures 
Department will be found hereafter in the report of Deputy Commis- 
sioner Lincoln whom I placed in charge of the Weights and Measures 
Division. 
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DAMAGE BY PIBB. 



On February 24tb, 1916, about six oVlock in the morning, the writer 
discovered a fire in progress in the laboratory of the Department. He 
at once summoned the fire department by telephone but, owing to the 
location of the fire, it being in the center of the old State Building, and 
the stifling smoke caused by the buraing of chemicals, the tire depart- 
ment was unable to subdue the flames for some hours. As a result, 
damage was done to the building to the extent of over f 10,00(1 and the 
laboratory itself was practically a wreck. As a i-esult of this fire the 
operations of the Department were curtailed for several numths until 
the laboratory could be restored, and the collection of ssimples by in- 
spectors was abandoned for several weeks, and the clerical and educa- 
tional facilities of the Department were also badly hami)ered. Not- 
withstanding this disaster, the operations of the Department during the 
year, while conducted at a less expense than ever Ijefore, have exceeded 
any record in the Department's history. 

INSPECTIONS DUBING THE YE^AB* 

There were employed during the year on an average of eight regular 
food inspectors whose duties were to inspect stores, restaurants, hotels 
and other places where food is manufactured or stored. We have three 
dairy inspectors who inspect creameries and farm dairies, and two dnig 
inspectors who inspect the drug stores of the State. 

During the year these inspectors have made 19,129 inspections, being 
nearly 3,000 more than we made last year without any handicaps. Of 
these, 16,083 were food inspections, 809 were dairy inspections and 2,200 
were drug insx)ections, and 31 soft drink establishments were insj^ected 
under the new law. 

During the year I have had two practical and experienced experts in 
dairy and cheese making devoting their entire time to the inspection 
of butter and cheese factories and an additional expert of this character 
who is engaged in the educational work of showing dairies and cream- 
eries of the State how to produce a better product in a more economical 
manner. 

The number of food samples sent in by inspectors during the year was 
1,304 which on being analyzed 1,040 were found to be legal and 204 were 
found to be either adulterated or misbranded. Of the 445 drug samples 
sent in by the Drug Inspectors 311 were found to be le^al and 134 
illegal. The number of samples taken up and analyzed is somewhat 
less than in former years owing to the fact that the laboratory was out 
of commission for several months on account of the fire and also be- 
cause the rigid enforcement of the food laws in the past few years has 
resulted in fewer violations of the law. 

The economy of combining the Weights and Measures with the Dairy 
and Food Department is shown by the record made by the Inspectors 
in the examination of the weights and measures. Not only did our in- 
spectors make nearly 20,000 inspections last year in drug and grocery 
stores, which, is the largest number ever made in the Department, at 
a less cost than the previous year, but at the same time, during these 
inspections they examined the large number of 75,074 weights, scales, 
measures, yard sticks, tapes and baskets. Of this number 19,090 were 
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found to be incorrect. Of that number 1,101 were adjusted by the in- 
spectors and the balance were tagged as incorrect and repairs ordered. 
A full and detailed account of the various kinds of scales and measures 
examined will be found in a further page of this report. 

PROSECUTIONS. 

During the two previous years of my administration prosecutions 
were the greatest in the history of the Department. Whereas my pre- 
decessors averaged only about 40 prosecutions a year wnth 32 convic- 
tions, during the first two years of my term nearly 300 cases were com- 
menced annually and over 200 convictions secured. The result of the 
vigorous pi^secution of the law is shown in the decreased number of 
prosecutions this year. Law violators have been con\'inced by our work 
in the past that the De])artnient means business, that after a warning, 
if the ofifense is continued, we will prosecute. As a result of this vigorous 
policy there have been fewer violations of the food laws and weights 
and measures laws. Notwithstanding the fact that we have made more 
inspections and done more work and .have showed gi-eater activity dur- 
ing the past year than ever before, we have only started 104 cases during 
the year, in addition to the 57 cases that were pending at the com- 
mencement of the year. During the year w^e secured 91) convictions, 
7 defendants were acquitted and were discharged by us after investi- 
gation and 47 cases are still pending. I believe the coming year will 
show even less prosecutions because there seems to be now a general 
disposition to obey the laws governing the Department. 

EDUCATIONAL WORK. 

Our educational work has not been neglected during the year, in fact 
it seems to be growing. During the year the w^riter has addressed 
Women's Clubs, church societies, granges and farmers' institutions all 
over the State explaining to them the workings of the Department and 
distributing literature relating thereto. Our pamphlets on Pood and 
Food Values and Clean Cows and Clean Stables continue to have a large 
circulation an'd we have requests for them from every state in the union. 
AVe have also issued several new pamphlets governing the care of milk 
and the making of butter, and Hints to Housewives relative to proper 
weights and measures. Occasional press bulletins are sent from time to 
time to the leading newspapers of the State on timely subjects regard- 
ing the Department and these are universally published. 

BOTTLING OF SOfT' DRINKS. 

In the fall of 1914 the State Bottling Association, agreeing with the 
Department tlrat there was much need for better inspection and more 
cleanly premises in soft drink bottling, requested the writer to frame a 
soft drink law to regulate the sale and manufacture of soft drinks in 
this State. I drafted a bill which was passed by the Legislature of 1915 
and which constitutes the first soft drink law to go on the statute books 
of any state in the union. The National Bottlers Association w^as op- 
posed to this bill because they believed it to be an entering wedge for 
other states but the ]Michigan Bottlers Association backed up the De- 
partment in its efforts to have the bill passed. The bill provides for a 
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license from all manufacturers of carbonated beverages and under the 
terms of the bill |1,565 have been collected from the bottlers during the 
year and transferred into the State Treasury. In return for this the 
Department placed an inspector in the field whose special business was 
to inspect soft drink establishments and many abuses have been cor- 
rected through his efforts. The expense of the inspector has been less 
than half the amount paid in by the bottlers' association for licenses. 

We have continued our supervision of the commission merchants in 
tlie State under the law^ of 1913. During the year 64 commission mer- 
chants were licensed to sell farm products and they paid into the State 
Treasury for licenses the sum of f 1,840 which is about ten times as 
much as it costs to look after them. Quite a number of complaints have 
been made under the law against commission men by consignees of farm 
produce. Under the law it becomes the duty of the Department to 
adjust these cases if possible. In every case an adjustment satisfactory 
to the consignee was secured by agents of the Department. 

INSPB5CnON OP FEEDING STUFFS. 

The Tiegislature of 1915 removed from this Department the inspec- 
tion and licensing of feed stuffs, to the Agricultural College. It was 
•claimed by the College that this Department was not properly inspect- 
ing feeding stuffs in the State and that they needed the revenue of 
f5,000 to make feeding experiments at the College for the benefit of 
the farmers. The claims of the College were without foundation. We 
were vigorously enforcing the feeding stuff law. We had all our in- 
spectors, some ten or twelve in number, taking samples and inspecting 
stock feeds. We found some violations of the law and they were vigor- 
ously handled and the entire license fees of |5,000 were turned into the 
State Treasury as we have our inspectors in the field on other stuffs 
and it cost the State practically^ nothing to enforce this law. Since 
the enforcement of this law has been with the College only one inspector 
has been on the job and part of the time no inspectors have been look- 
ing after feed stuffs, and as to feeding exi)eriments, if the College per- 
formed any with the revenues derived from these licenses they have 
been kept secret by the authorities of the College and no bulletins have 
been issued concerning them to the masses of the people. One thing is 
certain, that the ^5,000 that in previous years had been yearly turned 
into the State Treasury by this Department, is now resting securely in 
the Treasury of the Agricultural College to be spent by them for other 
purposes. No prosecutions have been instituted by the College during 
the year although our inspectors have noticed many violations of the 
feeding stuff law. The law under which the College operates and which 
was drafted by college authorities is defective and it is doubtful if any- 
one can be prosecuted under it. The proper and economical place for 
the inspection of the feeding stuffs is with this Department and my 
recommendation to the next Tiegislature, is that an improved law be 
passed and the enforcement of it be placed with this Department. 

STATE BUTTER BRAND. 

The Legislature of 1915 passed a law^ providing for a State brand 
for butter of uniform quality and placed the working out of the details 
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in the hands of the Dairy and Food Department. On another page of 
this report will be found an article on this subject by Mr. H. D. Wendt 
who has been in charge of the educational work in the creamery depart- 
ment. The CJommission provided by law has had a meeting and has pro- 
vided the various details for the use of State Brand Butter which will 
be found elsewhere. Several creameries have been licensed to use the 
State brand and there are quite a number of applications on file. I re- 
gard this matter of State Brand Butter to be one of the most far reach- 
ing moves in the creamery business. Denmark, by reason of her state 
brand, has brought the manufacture of butter to a very high state and 
exports more butter than any other country in the world, all because 
tJie state brand secures uniformity. State Brand Butter is now in the 
market and we are making every effort to keep it above the standard 
established and we believe it is only a question of time when the Michi- 
gan State Brand on a tub of butter will be equal to the Denmark brand 
of efficiency. 

We have, during the year, organized a large number of (Teameries 
upon a real co-operative basis and these creameries are, with few ex- 
ceptions, meeting with great success. We have gone further and or- 
ganized a large number of co-operative creameries into a federation 
whereby they will make a uniform product and buy supplies altogether 
to their mutual advantage. We also are trying to develop markets for 
State Brand Butter and in every way that we can we are assisting the 
creameries to solve their problems both of manufacture and marketing 
No state in the union at this time is doing as much as the State of 
Michigan, through this Department, to develop the manufacture and 
marketing of high grade butter and cheese. 

An investigation by this Department of Babcock test bottles used in 
buying cream disclosed the fact that there were a large number of 
different types of bottles and that many of them were incorrect. The 
Legislature of 1915 at the suggestion of the Department passed a law 
providing for standard specifications of Babcock test bottles. Upon its 
going into effect we established apparatus in the Department at Lan- 
sing for the testing and marking of all test bottles used in buying milk 
and cream. We also made a ruling that all manufacturers that sold 
bottles in the State should first send their bottles to this Department 
to be by us tested and forwarded to the purchaser. This saves our 
inspectors from wandering all over the State and testing bottles at 
various creameries. During the fiscal year the Department has tested 
Babcock bottles to the number of 60,315. Of this number 8,000 were 
found to be incorrect and returned to the manufacturer. The balance 
found correct were marked with a sand blast "SGM" and sent to the 
various creameries in the State. This forms another new field that the 
Department has taken up without any increased appropriation. The law 
also provides for specifications for scales in weighing the cream and we 
have inspected these scales. The small insignificant scale used to buy 
cream does not attract much attention but more money is paid the pro- 
ducer based upon the weights shown by these scales than is i>aid by all 
the platform and stock scales in Michigan. 
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LITIGATION. 

i 

Three decisions liave been I'eudered by the Hupreme ('oiirt on laws 
bearing directly on tlie Dairy and Food Department. Inspectors of this 
Department attempted to insj)ect tlie food stuffs in the l)etroit House 
of (Correction. They were refused admission by the Superintendent on i 

the gi'ound that the institution wasi a public one and our inspectors had ' 

no right to insj^ect the food stuffs in" same. I at once ordered a prose- 
cution instituted against the Superintendent and secured his conviction 
in the Recordei*'s Court. He took an appeal to the Supreme Court which 
sustained the position of the Dejmrtment by divided court. 

The Legislature in 1913 passed a law limiting the amount of cereal in 
sausage. Bay City butchers combined to inake a test case and upon the 
conviction of one of their number the case was taken to the Supreme 
Court on constitutional grounds. The head of this Department pre- 
pared a brief in favor of the law that was attacked and the "Supreme 
Court in a unanimous opinion rendered a decision sustaining the law. 
Incidentally the decision is far reaching and can be used to sustain 
various other food laws should they be attacked. 

The Legislature of 1913 passed a deceptive advertising law and this 
Department prosecuted a Detroit dealer imder the same for deceptive 
advertising food product. The law was drafted by the head of this 
Department and in the Recordei-'s Court the Judge dismissed the case 
on the ground that the law was unconstitutional. The head of this 
Department brought mandamus proceedings to test the decision of the 
Recorder's Court and the Supreme Court in a unanimous decision 
sustained the deceptive advertising law in every particular and ordered 
the lower court to proceed with the trial of the case. 

NKEDEn LFXJISLATION. 

The Dairy and Foo<l Dei>artment is in existence because of the fact 
that unscrupulous dealers of food products could not be depended on 
to sell pure goods or to weigh them j>roperly. It is also in existence 
to give educational work to the Dairies and creameries of Michigan. 
It always seemed to me that the retail dealers and other pei*sons bene- 
fited by the operations of the Department should stand the expense 
thereof and not the general public. I believe that revenues should lie 
derived from the persons benefited by the Department to pay the ex- 
penses thereof. AVe do this in part now. Much moi'e might Ik? done. 

In I^ennsylvania and Iowa a much larger amount of money is S|^nt 
by the Dairy and Food Department than we spend in Michigan. The 
Deparimeuts in these two States not only pay all expenses but return 
a surplus to the State in revenue from fees collected by the I)e])artment. 
I believe this to be the pro]>er system and if two or three laws were 
passed in Michigan the Dairv and Food Department would be self 
sustaining. 

I would again i*ecommend the passage of the pure liquor law that 
I recommended two years ago. At that time the bill passed the House 
but failed in the Senate. It would have brought in several thousand 
dollai-s I'evenue to the Department all of which would have been paid by 
people outside of the State. It may be said that the State will go dry 
and thus take away this revenue. Such is not the fact for liquor would 
still be kept in every drug store in Michigan. 
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There are hundreds of platform scales in the State. This type of 
scal6 needs adjusting yearly. If the stock buyer or the coal dealer 
wishes to have these scales tested he is obliged to send to Chicago for 
a scale expert who can only do an efficient job of testing provided he 
has 2,000 pounds of weights. The dealer is obliged to pay |lO a day and 
expenses for this man. In Iowa the Dairy and Food Depai-tment has 
rigged up an automobile which carries two inspectors and a ton of 
weights. Therv^ go into various towns and inspect the large s(»ales for 
16.00 each. This is much cheaper than the dealer can get it done for 
by private individuals and at the same time it is a revenue pn)ducer 
for the State. A law of this kind might be enac*ted. Certain types of 
scales which are owned outside of the State might be taxed specifically. 
In some States all restaurants are required to be inspecte<l and jM)st a 
score card furnished by the Dairy and Food Depai-tnient for which they 
pay a license of |3.00 annually. In Pennsylvania all retail dealers of 
oleomargarine pay a small State license which nearly supports the De- 
partment. 

I could suggest a dozen laws whereby sufficient revenue might be ob- 
tained by this Department to sustain it and no one be oppressed or in- 
jured. This is the cori-ect way to reduce taxation in the State. All 
Departments, so far as can be, should be self sustaining from fees de- 
rived by their opei-ation. AVe also need in this State a law requiring 
that the sale of all commodities be made in quart measures or mul- 
tiple8. The Supreme Court has sustained a similar law in North 
Dakota. We are having much trouble at the present time from vinegar 
which is sold at a very low price in the State and which is made from 
the dried waste of evaporating factories. This practice destroys the 
sale of Michigan cider apy>le, subjects the manufacturer of real cider 
vinegar to unfair competition, and while I believe it is against our 
present vinegar law I am endeavoring to secure prosecutions accordingly, 
still the next T^egislature ought to pass a specific law barring fnmi the 
State cider vinegar made fi"om dried })eels and cores. 

IN CONCLUSION. 

Before another fiscal year comes around the term of office of both of 
us expires and this will be my last annual i*e]K)ii: to be made to you. 
In closing our official relations I can only again thank you for the uni- 
form firmness with which you have sustained this De])artment in its 
times of ti'ouble. As a recompense for your lalmr in this res{)ect I can 
only point to our operations. When I took this De])artment three and 
one-half years ago, it had control of only the food and drugs. Since 
then there has been added to it the Weights and Measures Department, 
the licensing of commission merchants, the licensing of soft drink manu- 
facturei-s, the State Butter Brand pro])osition, the testing of all Bab- 
cock milk and cream bottles. We have done five times as much educa- 
tional dairv and food work as was ever dcme in the histon' of the De- 
payment. We have made five times as many prosecutions. We have 
taken on all these added activities that I have mentioned and our 
appropriation has not been increased a dollar, and not only that but I 
have turned back unused into the State Treasury^ each year an average 
of f8,000 of our appropriation which we had no use for. 

I accepte<l the office of Dairy and Food Commissioner from you be- 
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cause I wished to demonstrate tkat a public office could be run as 
economically and as efficiently as any private business and I believe I 
have proved this fact to be true in the operations of this Department 
for the last three years. The success, however, is not due to me alone. 
1 owe much to you because of your confidence in me, which permitted, 
me to work out various details in the Department. I also owe much to 
the efforts of employees under me who, notwithstanding part of them 
came from former administrations and differed politic*ally, at the same 
time they gave good team work for the success of the Department. 

In closing I wish again to return my thanks to you for the confidence 
you have always shown in my conduct of the Department and to my 
various employees and inspectors for their loyalty and efficiency in their 
every day work. 

Respectfully submitted, 

JAMES W. HELME, 
State Dairj^ and Food Commissioner. 
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IMMENSE OLEO FRAUDS. 

now OLEO DEALERS IN MICHIGAN DETY THE LAWS AND MAKD MONKEYS OF 

THE COURTS. 

The newspapers have lately printed press dispatches showing immense 
frauds have been unearthed in various cities of the country in the sale 
of colored oleomargarine. The following extracts of a report issued by 
the United States government, show some details of the immensity of 
this fraudulent traffic. We give the following extracts taken from the 
government reports: 

These figures alone show that since 1902 more than two hundred mil- 
lion pounds of colored oleomargarine have been manufactured and 
fraudulently sold as uncolored oleomargarine or as butter. It is believed 
that a great proportion of this product reached consumers as butter. 
This amount represents more than twice the average yearly consumption 
of both colored and uncolored oleomargarine by the People of the United 
States since the present law went into effect. 

Approximatly 185,000,000 pounds of this 200,000,000 pounds were sold 
by oleomargarine manufacturers to dealers as uncolored oleomargarine, 
and then, in many cases, sold to the ultimate consumer as butter. The 
remaining 15,000,000 pounds were made by butter manufacturers and 
sold as butter without the payment of any tax. 

The commissioner has already recovered and deposited in the treasury 
1851,000, with the prospect of further very large collections. Forty-two 
violators have been convicted since January 1, 1915, 29 of whom have 
been sentenced to terms in prison ranging from 30 days to 3i/^ years. 
Total fines of one hundred and forty-eight thousand dollars (|148,000) 
have been imposed. These fines are exclusive of the recoveries mentioned 
above. Ten other of the more flagrant violators of the law are under 
indictment awaiting trial. In addition there are many other smaller 
criminal cases pending in the courts. 

Among the larger cases are the following: 

One company, whose president and treasurer pleaded guilty and were 
sentenced to one year and one day in the penitentiary and to pay a fine 
of |1,000 each, and whose plant was seized, has been assessed J768,696. 

Another concern, six of whose officials and employes pleaded guilty 
and were fined an aggregate of |8,000, and whose plant was seized, has 
been assessed $612,391. 

In St. Tjouis 34 persons were convicted, 27 being given prison sentences 
and fined a total of |138,000. 

In another citv one manufacturer was assessed by the commissioner 
132,000 special and stamp taxes on account of the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine colored with tumeric, which has been paid. As it ap- 
peared that he was ignorant of the fact that the oils used contained tu- 
meric, the United States attorney reported that criminal proceedings 
could not be sustained. 

One company, whose president, treasurer and secretary are under in- 
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dictment on charges of oleomargarine frauds and whose plant was seized, 
has been assessed |91 6,523 for evaded taxes. 

Another concern, whose president and secretary-treasurer likewise 
have been indicted, and w^hose plant was seized and wld by the govern- 
ment, has been assessed |2,090,027. 

The government reports say notliing about Michigan, but the operation 
of the oleo interests in Michigan and especially in the city of Detroit, 
form an interesting topic for the public. The Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner of Michigan proposes to give to the people of the state some in- 
side facts about the sale of oleo in Michigan. He proposes to show how 
these interests have for years defied the laws of Michigan and how tlie 
courts and prosecuting officers in the largest city in the state have been 
mere puppets in the hands of wilful law defiers. 

How by reason of skilled, high-paid lawyers, the fraudulent sale of 
oleo still continues to the detriment of both producer and consumer. 

WHAT IS THE Lm\W. 

The federal law allows oleo to be colored on the sole condition that 
colored oleo shall pay a government tax of ten cents per pound, while 
uncolored oleo pays a tax of but a half cent per pound. The dealer in 
colored oleo must also pay a federal tax as such dealer. 

The state of Michigan has two statutes governing the sale of oleo and 
these laws take precedence of the federal laws and govern all sales of 
oleo within the state. The first law absolutely pi-ohibits the siile of col- 
ored oleo within the state. The second law provides that all oleo (which 
includes of course only uncolored), sold within the state must be stamped 
with the word "oleomargarine" and that the word, "butter" or any simi- 
lar dairy tei'm shall not be used in advertising oleo, in order to prevent 
fraud on the consumer. 

WnY COLOR OLEO? 

The natural color of oleo is white and when made from certain fats 
it mav have a fair vellowish shade. 

White oleo is much better quality than colored, why, then should any 
oleo dealer want to sell colored oleo which i^ays a tax of ten cents per 
pound, rather than sell white oleo, which pays a tax of Vii cent a pound? 

The answer is easy. Oleo when coloi*ed a deep yellow like June butter 
can readily he sold as butter and a better price obtained which is al- 
ways higher than oleo. Trvo [)ersons are thus defrauded. The dairyman 
is subjected to the fraudulent comi)etition of a cheaper article and the 
great dairy industry, one of the largest in the state, is dealt a serious 
blow, while on the other hand thousands of consumers buy colored oleo, 
supposing it to be butter and pay 8 to 10 cents a i>ound more than they 
would for oleo under its own name and color. For this reason Michigan 
law prohibits the artificial coloring of oleo. 

To prevent the deceiving of the consumer the law further provides that 
no advertisement of oleo shall use the word "butter" or any other dairy 
term. 
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ENFORCING THE LAW, 

When the writer was appointed deputy dair^' and food commissioner 
in 1911 he found both of these laws dead letters, especially in the city of 
Detroit. Former commissioners, after making vain efforts had given up 
trying to enforce the law in Detroit. 

The writer first went after the deceptive advertising. Four firms in 
Detroit were using the term "butter'' in their ads. in a deceptive way. 

The writer called on each firm and read the law to them and asked 
them to cease violating the same. All of them cheerfully agreed to do 
so, except Frank G. Lafer of Lafer Bros. Lafer refused to obey the law 
and defied the dairy and food commissioner to make him do so. Nothing 
was left for the writer to do except to enforce the law in his official capa- 
city. Lafer was accordingly arrested for using the word "butter*' and 
other dairy terms in an oleo ad. The advertisement which he inserted in 
the Detroit papers was as follows: 

^^Wh^ pay Mgh prices for 'butter f Let us send you a trial order of 
our fresh churned rolls at 22c and 23c a pound." 

Lafer admitted that the "fresh churned rolls'' at 22c and 23c was oleo. 
He \ix>uld not furnish butter at those prices. 

THE law's delay. 

A warrant was obtained against Lafer for this deceptive advertising. 
He hired a lawyer who came to see the writer. The writer told Lafer^s 
lawyer that if Lafer would stop this kind of advertising he would stop 
the suit. loafer's lawyer went back to Lafer and advised him to accept 
the proposition. Lafer promptly discharged this lawyer and hired a 
new one. 

In July, 1912, Lafer's lawyer moved to dismiss the case on the ground 
that the title was defective. The court granted the motion. An appeal 
was taken to the supreme court, which in May, 1913, sustained the lower 
court. 

NEW LAW PASSED. 

The legislature being in session the writer asked that body to re-enact 
the law with a title broad enough to cover the act. This was done in the 
winter of 1913. To make assurance doubly sure, the writer also drafted 
and the legislature passed a general law prohibiting the insertion of any 
ad. that "contains any assertion, representation or statement of fact 
which is untrue, deceptive or misleading." 

Armed with these two laws the dairy and food commissioner returned 
to the battle. In the meantime two Detroit papers refused to print 
T/afer's ads., but he continued them in two others. 

When these new laws became operative in the fall of 1913 lAxtev was 
arrested on two complaints, one under the deceptive advertising law and 
one under the newly passed oleo law. The advertisements complained 
of were as follows: 

"OL'R BUTTER DEP't." 

"ThouHands of people are saving 10 to 15 cents a pound by trading at 
No. 9 Cadillac Square." 
"The largest sellers in Detroit. Our fresh churned at 22c and 25c' IhJ' 
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When Lafer was interviewed by food inspectors he admitted the only 
way he "could save people 10 to 15c a lb." on butter was by selling them 
oleo. He admitted that the "fresh churned at 22c and 25c" was not but- 
ter but oleo. 

MORB DETLAY AND TBCHNICALITIB6. 

When the cases were called in court the writer offered in open court 
to dismiss the cases if Lafer would obey the laws of the state. Lafer 
refused. Various postponements were had, all but one at the request of 
Lafer's attorney, and so the matter dragged on until May, 1915, when the 
case came to trial. Lafer did not dispute the facts, but attacked the title 
of the deceptive advertising law as being unconstitutional in that it was 
too broad. The court held with him and an appeal was taken and that 
case is now pending in the supreme court. What became of the other 
case under the new oleo act the Lord only knows, we don't. Lafer is 
still continuing his defiance of Michigan laws. 

MORE} OLEO LAWS DDPIES). 

We have before mentioned the law against selling colored oleo in Michi- 
igan. This law has been upheld by our supreme court, yet it is violated 
every day in Detroit and conviction seems impossible. When a man 
wishes to start a "blind pig" in a dry county he pays a federal tax to 
sell liquor. This gives him no right to violate the state laws, but it 
keeps off the U. S. officials and leaves him only state officials to fight. 
So when a dealer wants to sell colored oleo in defiance of state law he 
pays the government tax as a dealer in colored oleo so as to escape 
trouble from federal officials. Three years ago over 50 of such licenses 
were issued in Detroit in one year, but owing to the activities of the 
dairy and food department but 18 were issued last year. These people 
were at once notified by the department that the sale of colored oleo 
was unlawful and prosecution would follow. They paid no attention to 
the notice. 

SELLING OLEO FOB BUTTER. 

In November, 1914, fifteen of these places were visited by disguised 
food inspectors. Each was instructed to ask for a pound of butter. In 
every case they were given colored oleo and charged 30 cents a pound. A 
similar grade of oleo could be bought as oleo for 20c. In each place vis- 
ited numerous sales of their "butter" were being made to consumers at 
30c per pound. 

AND STILL MORB DELAYS. 

Warrants were sworn out and these defendants were arraigned late in 
1914. Although the colored oleo law^ has been passed on by our supreme 
court, the lawyers found innumerable fly specks to argue about. They 
moved to quash the information. Arguments followed. Judge Phelan 
took the cases "under advisement." Months passed by, no decision was 
rendered, and finally old age overtook the judge and he passed away. 
Whether he took the cases with him we don't know, but we presume he 
did, as we are informed by the Detroit papers that the docket of the 
recorder's court is all cleaned up and there are no pending cases. These 
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defendants are still defying Michigan law and Detroit consumers are 
daily buying oleo from them at butter prices. 

OLBO STEtlKBS BACK. 

On the day the colored oleo dealers were arraigned in Judge Phelan's 
court a new deal was sprung. The sheriff of Wayne county served a sum- 
mons on the writer by which Lafer sued the writer for f20,000 damages. 
The suit had been "suppressed'' in the Wayne county clerk's office wait- 
ing for the writer to come to Detroit. For once Mr. Lafer's anari: lawyer 
got left. The writer had been subpoenaed as a witness that day and was 
therefore not subject to the service of process. On his application the 
Wayne circuit court set aside the service. Nothing prevents Mr. Lafer 
from bringing suit against the writer in his home county, and we wel- 
come such a suit, although we don't know what he is suing for. 

The writer is a man of only moderate means. A |20,000 verdict would 
wipe him off the map financially. 

When we read almost daily of the miscarriage of justice in Detroit 
courts, such a verdict would not be impossible, and even if such litiga- 
tion were unsuccessful, the cost of hiring Detroit attorneys and defend- 
ing the same would be oppressive. If the object of this suit was to drive 
the dairy and food commissioner out of Detroit, the litigation has been 
successful; the writer will not again enter Wayne county as long as he 
is dairy and' food commissioner unless summoned by the court. After 
he gets out of office and his power to enforce the oleo laws is gone there 
will be no further object to push their litigation. 

NO HELP FROM THE STATE. 

Some may think the state would defend its officials, but our experience 
with the present board of state auditors is not one that gives us any con- 
fidence. At the last session of the legislature the writer presented a bill 
which would exempt any state officer from being srued on civil process 
outside of his home county while engaged in the performance of official 
dutiea The bill was referred to the judiciary committee, which refused 
to report it out. The judiciary committee consists entirely of lawyers. 
If a lawyer attends court in any county outside of his residence he is ex- 
empt from the service of civil process. This judiciary committee would 
not grant to a state official the same privilege the lawyer possesses. Oleo 
seems to be entrenched in the legislature as well as in the courts. In 
this connection we wish to state that we do not desire to criticize Judge 
C6nnolly of the recorder's court. Whenever oleo cases have been before 
him he has tried to expedite matters in every way that he could. 

WHAT ARE WE GOING TO DO ABOUT IT? 

Frankly we don't know. The price of milk is governed b> the price of 
butter. 

Milk and butter are low this year, notv^ithstanding feed and labor on 
dairv' farms are the highest known. 

The fraudulent sale of oleo is largely responsible for it. Michigan's 
dairy interests are threatened.- On the other hand Detroit consumers 
are daily being sold oleo for butter by law-defying dealers. We have writ- 
ten this article to answer in full the many inquiries received, of why the 
3 
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dairy and food department doesn't stop the illegal sales of oleo in the 
city of Detroit. If any one can tell us how to do it we will be glad 
to receive the information. We have made strenuous efforts, but we are 
rapidly coming to the belief of dairy and food commissioners that have 
preceded us that these laws can not be enforced in Wayne county. 



THE ABUSE OF ADVERTISING. 

One of the greatest abuses of the present day is the abuse of adver- 
tising in the sale of so-called Patent Medicines. Proprietary medicines 
can be generally classified under two heads. First, common, simple 
remedies that are sold under a hifalutin name at an inflated price, and, 
second, a mixture of simple, harmless ingredients that do not cure or 
help any disease and are not harmful to any part of the patient's anat- 
omy except his pocketbook. 

The press is practically the sole medium by which the sale of fake 
medicines can be carried on. We cannot expect the press to refuse all 
proprietary medicine ads but we ought to expect the press to refuse to 
advertise medicines that have been exposed as useless by officials of the 
government in charge of drug investigation. No newspaper has the 
moral right to advertise a medicine in its columns whose only virtue is 
to extract dollars from the pockets of its subscribers. 

A recent issue of the Lansing Journal came to this office containing 
the advertisements of about thirty proprietary medicines. Not all of 
them were worthless but there were many old time fakes that have been 
exposed by this department and others. We took the liberty of fixing a 
new "makeup" for this issue of the Journal by placing on the front page 
all of these ads. A plate of this revised make up is given herewith. It 
makes an imposing array. The many ancient fakes therein might en- 
title it to be called "The Old Settlers on Parade." The picture of the 
man "with the heart-bowed-down" appearance is an ad for Mayrs won- 
derful stomach remedy. The medicine might be called the "rule of three" 
remedy. For one dollar you buy a package that contains two small 
packages of white powder and one small bottle of liquid. The liquid is 
Olive oil, the packages are Epsom and Rochelle Salts respectively. You 
take them in 1, 2, 3 order, three hours apart and "presto change" your 
acute and chronic stomach troubles vanish, likewise your dollar that 
you paid for a ten cent dose of physic. 

Then there is pictured our old friend who jumps three feet high. He 
has been taking Kellogg's Sanitone Wafers, which are recommended as 
"ambition producers." The wafers are composed of green paint (Chrom- 
ium Sulphate) , red pepper and a physic with an unpronounceable name. 
It may produce ambition but history does not record that the ambition 
of either Caesar or Napoleon was nurtured on gi'een paint and red pep- 
per. 

The nice looking man in the center of the page is representing an an- 
cient medicine called Fruitola which relieves liver and stomach trouble 
by removing the gall stones from a man's system. The beauty of. this 
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THE LATEST CURE-ALL. 

A new panacea for the cure of "all ailments of the stomach, kidneys 
and liver, catarrhal affections of the mucous membranes, rheumatism, 
nervous disorders and the like" is offered to the public under the name 
of Tanlac. The label on the bottle neatly avoids the pure drug acts by 
claiming to be only a "tonic and system purifier." 

An analysis of Tanlac in the laboratory of this Department shows the 
following : 

Alcohol 16.4% 

Glycerine 2.0% 

Licorice Present 

Aloes or Cascara Present 

Gentian Present 

Alkaloids (Berberine) Trace 

The presence of a trace of tartaric acid shows that wine is the base 
of this medicine. The 16% alcohol gives it the "kick" that makes a fel- 
low feel good and ought to fill a long felt want in "Dry Counties." Aloes 
is a laxative. Gentian is a bitter drug, a so-called tonic. If the reader 
wants to be cured by the Tanlac route at one-fourth the expense, let him 
get a quart bottle of good sherry wine. Then go to the local druggist 
and get 1^4 drachms of Glycerine and two drachmns each of Aloes, Gen- 
tian, Licorice and Cascara. Mix (if you wish) and you will have Tanlac 
so near that neither you nor the manufacturer can tell the difference. 
This formula will give four times the quantity found in an ordinary $1 
bottle of Tanlac. We say "mix if you wish." For our part we dislike 
to spoil a good bottle of wine by mixing it with bitter drugs like Aloes 
and Gentian. 0>iir personal advice to all desiring to try this panacea 
would be to drink the bottle of wine and give the drugs to the hired girl. 

JAMES W. HELME, 
State Dairy and Food Commissioner. 
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WHO SAID "BEANS" ANYWAY? 

BY J. W. HBLMB. 

For the past month the air of Michigan has been redolent with dis- 
cussion about Beans, Bean Prices, Bean Jobbers, Bean Canners and Bean 
Diseases. 

AH this results from the fact that the bean is, next to bread, the most 
valuable food stuff produced in the country and as Michigan produces 
70% of the Nation's crop, it behooves us not to ^*spill the beans." W^hat 
was all the trouble about anyway? Well, you see, it was like this: In 
preparing the beans for market, at one stage of the game some nice look- 
ing girls at the elevators pick out a lot of bad looking beans known as 
culls. Most of them are mouldy and decomposed. Theoretically, these 
beans are supposed to be fed to hogs of the four-legged variety. Pract- 
ically, these cull beans have been shipped all over the country to can- 
ner?^ who canned tbeni for human consumption. The Federal I^ire Food 
Department got wise to this and this season when the elevator men be- 
gan to ship cull beans to brokers and canners, they were seized by the 
Federal authorities. Delegations of jobbers and canners went down to 
Washington to get the Department to rule what percentage of bad 
beans they might sell or can. But the Federal authorities refused to 
make a ruling. They knew if they established a percentage, they would 
find that per cent present on all occasions. 

After two delegations had been down to see the Federal Pure Food 
authorities and got no satisfaction, the bean jobbers appealed to Gov- 
ernor Ferris to use his good offices to get the Federal authorities to tell 
the jobbers what kind of beans they could ship without being seized. 
The Governor turned the job over to the State Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner who went down to Washington to get a definite ruling. Dr. 
Alsberg, head of the Federal Pure Food Department, had no objection 
to talking with the head of the State Food Department. He showed 
samples of a large number of cans of beans canned with tomato sauce. 
After washing off the sauce, it could be easily seen that a large pi-opor- 
tion of these beans were "culls." Dr. Alsberg made a definite ruling at 
the request of the Michigan Commissioner that inasmuch as "cull" beans 
were only fit to feed stock, that no cull beans could be shipped out of 
Michigan unless they were first ground up so they would not be avail- 
able for canning. 

The Department also found that many bean jobbers had sold beans to 
canners that had been picked with machines but not by girls. This prac- 
tice the Federal Department announced should be stopped. The De- 
partment made a ruling that hereafter no dry beans could be shipped 
except those which had been picked "in good commercial practice." Un- 
der this ruling only those beans known to the jobbers as "Choice Hand 
Picked" can be sold. Possibly "Prime" may also come under this rul- 
ing, certainly no other grades. 

What effect will this ruling have on the Michigan Bean Crop? We 
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believe it will raise the price. The cull beans that the farmer received 
nothing for must be replaced in canning by choice hand picked. This 
means a greater demand for the beans the farmer gets paid for; more 
demand means more price. The price will probably gradually increase 
from now on until the next crop comes in sight. 

.Another thing. If all beans have to be hand-picked in Michigan it 
means several hundred thousand dollars paid to Michigan labor. 

And still another fact is this, that the proportion of anthracnose beans 
in the present crop as a whole has been greatly exaggerated. In a few 
sections they are very numerous but not in all sections. "Anthracnose" 
was merely a cry to hide the canning of cull beans. 

This department has examined samples of canned beans bought in 
Michigan on the open market and the result of such analyses will be 
found elsewhere in this bulletin. 
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HOW TO GET BETTER BUTTER. 

"Where can I get good butter?" is the despairing cry of the housewife 
in Michigan. She goes to market and sees tub after tub of butter labeled 
"Elgin" "Creamery" "Extras," etc., and buys some that in forty-eight 
hours has a billy goat beat for odor. 

Much good butter is made in Michigan. It is shipped to New York 
and Philadelphia. Much poor butter is made in Michigan. It is sold 
in Michigan for two reasons: First, because other states won't take it 
except at a very low price. Second, because the dealer can sell this 
butter a cent or two cheaper than good butter and make a bigger margin 
on it besides. Much butter now on sale in Michigan is creamery butter 
placed in cold storage in Chicago last summer. Chicago now sells it at 
27c and it is retailed here at 37c. Cold storage butter six months old 
is not long for this world after being taken out. For developing flavors 
that will paralyze a skunk, cold storage butter has cold storage eggs 
beat a mile. 

The last legislature authorized the State Dairy and Food Department 
to establish a State Brand for Butter. Before any creamery can sell but- 
ter under the State Brand, the creamery must make a grade of butter 
that will uniformly sell in the New York market as "Extras." To bring 
this about our three expert buttermakers visit a creamery, inspect and 
regulate its methods, insist on clean factories and clean dairies supply- 
ing it, and instruct and educate the buttermakers and farmers how to 
obtain a clean, healthful, uniform product. They put in several weeks 
at each factory. By January 1st we shall have enough factories up to 
the standard of "Extras" to put out the State Brand. This brand will 
guarantee the buyer an extra quality of butter. If a factory lowers the 
quality of its product, the State Brand will be taken away. We will then 
establish selling agencies over the State to sell "State Brand Butter." In 
the meantime parties who wish to buy an extra grade of butter will be 
furnished the names of creameries that are now producing such goods by 
writing to the State Dairy and Food Department, Lansing, Mich. 
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POINTERS FOR HOUSEHOLDERS. 

These are the days when the householder is engaged in laying in his 
winter supply of apples, potatoes, onions and other vegetables. The ped- 
dlers go along the streets of our large cities and offer the inducement 
to cheap prices per bushel but in a great number of cases the amount 
delivered for a bushel is several pounds shy and the housewife is not 
getting the bargain that she expects. 

The consumer should understand first that there are two kinds of 
bushels. A bushel measure under the laws of Michigan contains 2150.42 
cu. in. This, however, is what we call a stricken bushel. The law pro- 
vides that when wheat and other grains are measured in a receptacle 
containing the above number of cubic inches, that the measure shall be 
level full. But when we come to measure potatoes and apples and other 
rough stuff, the law provides that they shall be sold by "heaped measure,'' 
that is, the measure containing 2150.42 cu. in. shall be heaped up "as 
much as possible without special design.'' It is only in this way that 
sixty pounds of potatoes can be got in one of these measures, and that 
is the legal weight of a bushel of potatoes in Michigan. 

Unfortunately, many peddlers have all sizes of baskets and the con- 
sumer is unable to tell whether a proper amount is being given. We 
suggest to all consumers who buy fruits and vegetables that they make 
for their own use a bushel measure. Such a measure can be made in the 
form of a square box which should be 12x14x16 in. on the inside. A box 
so constructed will hold, when level full, a legal bushel of apples, potatoes 
and such producta It will be a short job to make one of these boxes and 
we suggest that all consumers who buy stuff by the bushel, should have 
one on hand to check up the measure that thev receive. 

JAMES W. HELME, 
State Dairv and Food Commissioner. 
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THAT INQUISITIVE BOY AGAIN. 

"Oh, Pa, what ai^e those red things in the bushel basket?'- asked the 
small boy of his father as they went along the street. 

"Those, my boy, are cranberries which your mother always senses with 
the turkey on Thanksgiving," said the father. 

"And, O see, Pa, there's a tin measure in the basket just like ma buys 
milk in. What's that for?" 

"That," says the father, "is supposed to be a quai-t measure in which 
they measure the berriesi" 

"But, Pa, when ma sold some strawberries, she measured them in a 
quart basket. Why doesn't the grocer?" 

"Well, you see, my son, there are two kinds of quarts, a dry quart to 
sell drv' things in and a liquid quart to sell liquids in. The liquid quart 
holds ten cubic inches less than the dry quart so the grocer buys his 
cranberries by the dry quart and sells them by the liquid quart." 

"Why does the grocer do that, pa?" 

"So he can get SS quarts out of each 82 quart bushel." 

"But, Pa, I should think people would insist on having a dr>' quart of 
cranberries instead of a wet one?" 

"They would my son if they only knew the law." 

"But, Pa, ain't it dishonest to sell i>ersons a short quart of cran- 
berries?" 

"Oh no, my son, it is merely ^Business Efficiency.' " 

"What's 'Business Efficiency?' " 

"Oh, that's the art of getting all there is out of business and then 
some." 

"But, pa, ain't that wrong?" 

"Now, never mind asking any more questions, son, you won't under- 
stand business principles until vou grow up." 

JAMES W. HEIiME, 
State Dairy and Food Commissioner. 
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December 18, 1915. 
To Whom It May Concern : 

Our attention has been called to the fact that some soda bottlers are 
using a preservative in the manufacture of soda waters and other soft 
drinks. The preservative we find most conmionly used is Sodium Ben- 
zoate. It is sold by various concerns in the form of an aqueous solution, 
under some coined name or simply as a preservative. 

We wisfii to call attention to Act No. 7, P. A. 1905, Sec. 1 of which 
provides, that whenever any harmless preservative is used in a food, 
product; such product must be labeled with the words "Prepared with," 
followed by the proper English name of the preservative used. There- 
fore, whenever any bottler uses Sodium Benzoate in his goods each 
bottle must be labeled "Prepared with Sodium Benzoate." 

We also find that the bottlers have been misled in r^ard to Sec. 9. 
of the "Soft Drink Act." This section reads : 

"All bottles used in the manufacture of carbonated beverages, soda 
waters, grape juice, cider, carbonated mineral waters or any other soft 
drink, before being filled shall be sterilized by soaking in a hot caustic 
solution of not less than one hundred twenty degrees Fahrenheit that 
shall contain not less than five per cent, caustic or alkali, expressed in 
terms of sodium hydrate, for a period of not less thau five minutes, then 
thoroughly rinsed in pure water until free from alkali ; or by any other 
suitable process that will prox)erly sterilize the bottles." 

Many bottlers are led to believe that the Department will not issue a 
license unless they have a "soaker" in their establishment. This is not 
true, you are not reuqired to buy a "soaker" providing you use any other 
suitable process that will properly wash and sterilize the bottles. The 
law requires and the Department requires that you use a process that 
will produce a clean, sterile, bottle. If you can do this by any device of 
your own you are at liberty to use it. 

Respectfully yours, 

JAJViES W. HELME, 
State Dairy and Food Commissioner. 



STATE ANALYST'S REPORT 



Hon. James W. Helme, Dairy and Food (Commissioner, Lansing, Mich.: 

Dear Sir: — I herewith b^ to report on the work of the laboratorj^ 
Division of the Department for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1916. 
During this period we examined a total of 1,749 samples, 1,304 of 
which consisted of foods, beverages and miscellaneous articles, while 
445 were drug samples which are further reported on by the drug analyst 
in another portion of this report. Of the 1,304 foods, beverages, etc., 
264 were found to be adulterated, misbranded or formed the part of an 
illegal sale. 

The attached compilation gives in detail the reason for a condemna- 
tion of these 264 samples. 

Verv respectfullv, 

F. L. SHANNON, 

State Analyst. 

SUMMARY OF SAMPLES EXAMINED. 



Article. 



Baking powder 

Beans 

B&f 

Berry boxes 

Breaikf ast foods 

Buckwheat flour 

Butter 

Candy 

Canned fish 

Canned fruit 

Canned vec^etables 

Carbonated beverages 

Catsup 

Cereals 

Cheese 

Cherries 

Chocolate 

Cider 

Cinnamon 

Cocoa 

Cocoanut 

Coffee and coffee extract . . 

Condensed milk 

Corned beef 

Com meal 

Corn starch 

Com syrup and apple jelly 

Cranberries 

Cream 

Cream of tartar 



Not found 
adulterated, 
misbranded 

or illegal. 



Found 

adulterated. 

misbranded 

or illegaJ. 




2 
1 

4 



7 
9 
1 
5 

6 
13 




1 






1 
5 
1 



1 
1 
1 
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SUMMARY OF SAMPLES EXAMINED.— ConeliMl«d. 



Article. 




Currants 

Dried fruits 

Eggs 

Evaporated milk 

Flavoring preparations. 



Flour 

Fruit 

Gelatin 

Hamburg steak 
Honey 



Horse radish . 
Ice 



Ice cream 

Icing 

Jellies, jams, etc 



Lard and lard compound . . . 

Linseed oil 

Macaroni and spaghetti, etc 

Malted milk 

Maple sugar 



Maple syrup 

Maraschino cherries 

Meat 

Milk 

Miscellaneous 



Molasses 

Mushrooms 

Mustard (prepared) 

Nutmeats 

Nutmegs 



Oat meal 

Oleomargarine 

Olives 

Olive oil 

Onions 



Oysters 

Peaches 

Peanut butter. 

Pepper 

Pickles 



Pork 

Pork and beans 

Potatoes 

Preservatives . . 
Raisins 



Red peppers .... 

Rice 

Saffron 

Salad dressing . . . 
Salt 

Sausage 

Scallops 

Soda 

Soft drink syrup 

Spices 

Sugar 



Sugar cakes . 

Syrup 

Tapioca. . . . 

Tea 

Turpentine , 
Vinegar .... 



Total.s 



1 
13 

2 
10 
25 

4 
1 
2 

38 
7 

4 
1 

11 
1 

18 

22 

21 

6 

1 

2 

4 
1 
6 
104 
2 

2 
1 
1 
1 
2 

1 
13 
4 
2 
1 

6 
10 
1 
2 
1 

1 
1 
6 

7 
4 

1 
10 

7 
3 
1 

103 
1 
2 
7 
3 
5 

1 
13 
1 
8 
3 
40 



1,304 



Not found 
adulterated, 
misbranded 

or illegal. 



1 

13 

1 

3 

17 

4 

2 
21 
7 

2 
1 
8 
1 
13 

13 

17 

6 

1 

2 

3 

5 
80 
2 

2 
1 
1 

2 

1 
5 

2 


3 
2 
1 
1 



1 


7 
4 

1 
9 
4 
3 


58 

2 
7 
3 
5 


2 
1 
8 
3 
16 



1,040 



Found 

adulterated, 

misbranded 

or illegal. 





1 
7 
8 


1 

17 


2 

3 

5 

9 

4 




1 
1 
1 

24 





1 



8' 
4 


3 
8 

1 
1 

1 

6 




1 
3 

1 

45 
1 





1 

11 




24 



264 
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REPORT ON SAMPLES, 



BEAN& 



No. 35568, 1-619. One quart of beans purchased from H. G. Lewis, 
Jatkson. Short measure in that they were measured in a liquid measure. 

No. 35580, 1-620. One quart of beans purchased from Murray Bros., 
Jackson. Short measure in that they were measured in a liquid quart 
measure. 



BBET. 

No. 36040, 1^85. Sample of beef procured from Kelly & Co., Bay City. 
Sample consisted wholly or in part of an infected and tainted animal 
substance. 

BERRY BOXS8. 

No. 35360, 1-566. Berry boxes procured from S. M. Sharp, Hartford. 
Bad condition in that they are covered with mold, fruit juice, dirt and 
seeds. 

No. 35361, 1-567. Berry boxes procured from W. M. Traver & Co., 
Hartford. Bad condition in that they are covered with dust, dirt, fruit 
juice, spoiled berries and mold. 

No. 35362, 1-568. Berry boxes procured from Fruit Belt Canning Co., 
Watervliet. Bad condition in that they are covered with mold, dirt, 
spoiled berries and fruit juce. 

No. 35363, 1-569. Berry boxes procured from Friday Bros. Canning 
Company, Coloma. Bad condition in that they are covered with mold, 
dirt, dried berries and fruit juice. 

BUTTE5R. 

No. .35555, F-270. Sample of butter purchased from H. C. Van Os- 
dale, Benton Harbor. Product is renovated butter. Package not 
stami)ed. 

No. 35611, 1-633. Sample of "butter*' purchased from The Pure Food 
Specialties Co., Jackson. Product is oleomargarine. 

No. 35972, 1-650. Sample of butter procured from Ford's Lunch, 73 
Grand River Ave., Detroit. Sample is renovated butter. No sign dis- 
played. 

No. 36046, Ij-87. Sample of process butter procured from Herman 
Rapp, Bay City. Sample is renovated butter. No sign displayed. 

No. 38407, G-1257. Sample of "butter" procureil from the Sherman 
Hotel, Escanaba, Mrs. J. Curran. Product is oleomargarine. No sign 
displayed. 

No. 38483, R-100. Sample of "butter" procured from W. J. Klees, 
2935 Woodward' Ave., Detroit. Product is oleomargarine artificially 
colored. 

No. 38484, R-102. Sample of "butter" procured from W. J. Klees, 
2035 Woodward Ave., Detroit. Product is oleomargarine artificially 
colored. 

5 
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CANDY. 



No. 35200, B-301. Box candy put up by A. E. Brooks & Co., Grand 
Rapids, and procured from W. Kephart, Petoskey. Misbranded in that 
the net weight was not stated on the box. 

No. 35201, B-302. Box candy put up by A. E. Brooks & Co., Grand 
llapids, and procured from W. Kephart, Petoskey. Misbranded in that 
the net weight is not stated on the box. 

No. 35234, B-307. Box candy sold by the National Grocer Co., Sault 
Ste. ]^£arie and procured from Lawrence H. Wise, Pickford. Misbranded 
in that the net weight is not stated on the box. 

No. 35939, Lr63. Sample of candy procured from the Black Mail Order 
House, Pigeon. Sample consists wholly or in part of an infected vege- 
table substance. 

No. 35940, 17-64. Sample of candy procured from Black Mail Order 
House, Pigeon. Sample consists wholly or in part of an infected vege- 
table substance. 

No. 35941, T^65. Sample of candy procured from the Black Mail Order 
House, Pigeon. Sample consists wholly or in part of an infected vege- 
table substance. 

No. 35990, B-325. Sample of candy manufactured by A. E. Brooks 
& (3o., Grand Rapids, and procured from Miss Elizabeth Johnson, Cadil- 
lac. Net weight not stated. Manufacturer's name and address not 
stated on the label. Misbranded. 

No. 36038. UnoflScial sample of chocolates. Net weight not stated. 
Misbranded. 

No. 36070, L-95. Sample of candy manufactured by C. S. Ball, Day- 
ton, Ohio, and procured from Chas. Kretschmer, Saginaw. Net weight 
not stated. Misbranded. 

CANNED FRUITS. 

No. 35907. UnoflScial sample of Dana's Pioneer Brand Apples. Net 
weight not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 35950. UnoflScial sample of Eureka Brand Egg Plums. Net 
weight not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 35951. UnoflScial sample of Hill's Dale Brand Sliced Pineapple. 
Net weight not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 35952. UnoflScial sample of Pewamo Brand Apples. Net weight 
not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 38162, R-82. Sample of canned strawberries manufactured by 
iFruit Belt Can Co., Watervliot, Mich. Net contents not stated. Mis- 
branded. 

CANNED VEGETABLES. 

N(K 35801, D-226. Sample of Wild Hawk brand canned peas put up 
by the Huron Canning Company, Port Austin, and procured from the 
New Orleans Fruit House, Flint. Product consists wholly or in part of 
over-ripe peas. Labeled "Early June Peas.'' 

No. 35847, r^59. Sample of Ohio's Pi'ide Tomatoes put up by I. F. 
Crampton & Son, Celina, Ohio, and sold by Symonds Bros., Saginaw. 
Misbranded in that the net contents is not stated on the label. 
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No. 35908. Unofficial sample of Chef Brand Marrowfat Peas.' Net 
weight not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 35949. Unoffi'cial sample of Monroe Brand Beets. Net weight 
not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 35953. Unofficial sample of Maryland Brand White Wax String 
Beans. Net weight not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 36006, L-74. Sample of peas put up by I. E. Crampton & Son, 
Celina, Ohio, and sold by Symonds Bros., Saginaw. Net contents not 
stated. Misbranded. 

CANNED SALMON. 

No. 36027, G-1235. Sample of canned salmon put up by the Swed- 
ish Produce Co., Chicago, and procured from Wm. Laum, Baraga. Net 
contents not stated. Misbranded. . 

CARBONATED BEVERAGES. 

No. 36098, K-28. Sample of raspberry pop manufactured and sold 
by the East Side Bottling Works, Detroit. Not properly labeled. 

No. 36099, K-29. Sample of ginger ale manufactured and sold by the 
East Side Bottling Works, Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with law. 

No. 37001, K-31. Sample of white pop manufactured and sold by the 
Independent Bottling Works, Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with 
law. 

No. 37003, K-33. Sample of red pop manufactured and sold by the 
Independent Bottling Works, Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with 
law. 

No. 37004, K-34. Sample of red pop manufactured and sold by Feig- 
enson Bros., Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with law. 

No. 37005, K-35. Sample of ginger ale manufactured and sold by 
Feigenson Bros., Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with law. 

No. 37006, K-36. Sample of root beer manufactured and sold by 
Feigenson Bros., Detroit. Low in sugar. 

No. 37007, K-37. Sample of red pop manufactured and sold by the 
American Soda Water Mfg. Co., Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with 
law. 

No. 37009, K-39. Sample of ginger ale manufactured and sold by the 
American Soda Water Mfg. Co., Detroit. Low in sugar. 

No. 37010, K-40. Sample of white pop manufactured and sold by the 
Peoples Soda Water Mfg. Co., Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with 
law. 

No. 37011, K-41. Sample of ginger ale manufactured and sold by the 
Peoples Soda Water Mfg. Co., Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with 
law. 

No. 37012, K-42. Sample of White Pop manufactured and sold by 
the Crescent Beverage Co., Detroit. Not labeled in accordance with law. 

No. 37013, K-43. Sample of Birch Beer manufactured and sold by 
the Crescent Beverage Co., Detroit. Dirt and white sediment in bottle. 
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CHEBBIE8. 



No. 25328, 1-561. One quart cherries procured from Geo. B. Rapelje^ 
Lansing. Sample consists in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed 
substance. 



COFFEE ESSENCE. 



No. 35322, L-31. Sample of Essence for Coffee sold by Tanner & 
Daily, Bay City. Misbranded in that the net weight is not stated on the 
label. 

CONDENSED MILK. 

No. 35236, R45. Sample of condensed milk sold by Hunter & 
Hunter, Royal Oak. Misbranded in that the formula for extension is not 
in conformity with the statute. 

No. 35267, Lr29. Sample of evaporated milk sold by Fred Lincoln, 
Lapeer. Not properly labeled. No direction for diluting to comply with 
Michigan legal standard for milk. 

No. 35377, G-1218. Sample of evaporated milk sold by E. R. Godfrey 
& Sons Company, Milwaukee, Wis., and procured from E. W. Zerbel, 
Hancock. Misbranded in that the directions for diluting are not in com- 
pliance with the Michigan statute. 

No. 35523, G-1223. Sample of evaporated milk manufactured by the 
Van Camp Packing Co., Indianapolis, Ind., and sold by E. M. Lieblin, 
Hancock. Does not conform to the standard for evaporated milk. Low 
in butter fat. 

No. 35529, F-278. Sample of condensed milk sold by the National 
Grocery Co., Grand Rapids. Does not conform to standard for evap- 
orated milk. Low in butter fat. 

CORNED BEEF. 

No. 35963, 1-645. Sample of corned beef procured from the Detroit 
Market Co., 417 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. Unclean and insanitary. 

CORN SYRUP AND APPLE JELLY. 

No. 33918, 1-531. Sample of Com Syrup and Apple Jelly sold by 
Harnet & Hewitt, Toledo, Ohio, and procured from Throop Bros., Milan. 
Contains artificial color. Not salable. 

CRANBERRIES. 

No. 38137, E-111. One quart cranberries sold by H. C. Kruth & Sons, 
Lapeer. Sample measured in liquid quart instead of dry measure. Short 
measure. 

CRBAl^I 

No. 35545, 1-588. Sample of cream procured from Frank White, Ban- 
croft, R. F. D. No. 3. Contains flies, dust and filth. Bad odor. 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 37 

EGGS. 

No. 35418, U-8. Eggs sold by farmer (name unknown) to A. Shapiro, 
Battle Creek. Consist of decomposed, putrid, tainted and rotten animal 
matter. Not fit for food purposes. 

EVAPORATED MILK. 

No. 35725, R-59. Sample of Priceless Brand Evaporated Milk manu- 
factured by the Price Merchants Syndicate, Minneapolis, Minn., and pro- 
cured from E. T. Drouillard & Son, Ford City. Directors for diluting 
not in conformity with the statute. Below standard in butter fat. 

No. 35879, G-1231. Sample of condensed milk manufactured by the 
Wisconsin Condensed Milk Co., Burlington, Wis., and procured from 
Charles Rund, Bessemer. No formula for extension. Misbranded. 

No. 35803. Unofficial sample of Etna Evaporated Milk. Below stand- 
ard in butter fat. 

No. 35894. Unofficial sample of Etna Evaporated Milk. Below stand- 
ard in butter fat. 

No. 36008, L-76. Sample of evaporated milk put up by the American 
Milk Company, Cliicago, and procured from H. M. Strong, Saginaw, Di- 
rections for diluting not in conformity with the statute. Misbranded. 

No. 38282, F-332. Sample of evaporated milk mnaufactured by the 
Krekeler Gro. Company, St. Louis, Mo., and procured from Ira M. Smith 
Co., Grand Rapids. Net weight not stated and directions for diluting 
not in conformity with the statute. 

No. 38283, F-333. Sample Concord brand skimmed milk manufac- 
tured by the Continental Condensed Milk Company, Mill Hall, Pa., and 
procured from Ira M. Smith Co., Grand Rapids. Net weight not stated 
and directions for diluting not in conformity with the statute. 

FLAVORING PREPARATIONS. 

No. 33946, 1-5321/^. Sample of Terpeneless Lemon Extract manu- 
factured by Kidd, Dater & Price, Benton Harbor, and procured from 
W. E. Morrow, Benton Harbor. Misbranded in that the net contents is 
not stated on the label. 

No. 34008, 1-536. Sample of Lemon and Citral Resol manufactured 
by E. Habermann & Co., Cleveland, Ohio, and procured from the Sugar 
Bowl, Lansing. Misbranded in that the net weight is not stated. 

No. 35403, 1-578. Sample of "Honest Quality" Lemon Extract manu- 
factured by Arbuckle Bros., Chicago, and procured from F. H. Green, 
Allegan. Produce not properly labeled. No statement as to net con- 
tents. 

No. 35407, 1-582. Sample of lemon extract manufactured by R. W. 
Snyder, Battle Creek, and procured from Barry, Akom & Durand, Alle- 
gan. Product not properly labeled in that there is no statement as to 
the net contents on the label of the bottle. 

No. 35480. Unofficial sample of Vanilla. Product is not a pure van- 
illa extract. 

No. 35598, 1-623. Sample of Imitation Vanilla Flavor manufactured 
by Chamberlain Medicine Co., Des Moines, Iowa. Misbranded in that 
the net contents is not stated on the label. 
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No. 35802, D-227. Sample of vanilla compound manufactured by the 
Schorndorfer Co., Cleveland, and procured from the Flint Tea Store, 
Flint. Not properly labeled as an imitation vanilla. 

No. 38095. Unofficial sample of vanilla. Not properly labeled. 

FRUIT. 

No. 38449, G-5. Sample of strawberries sold by M. Piowatty & Sons, 
Lansing. Consist wholly or in part of a decomposed putrid and rotten 
substance. 

HAMBURG STEAK 

No. 34022, 1-540. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Carl F. Salnoske, Benton Harbor. Sample contains added sulphur- 
ous acid or salts thereof and an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35197, 1-544. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by W. H. Dunbar, Hartford. Sample contains added sulphurous acid or 
salts thereof. 

No. 35214, V-28. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by E. E. Meischner, Mt. Clemens. Sample contains added sulphurous 
acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35215, V-29. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Fred Ekley & Sons, Mt. Clemens. Sample contains added sulphurous 
acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35227, R-41. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Bell Bros. & LaJoie, Binningham. Product contains added sulphur- 
ous acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35228, R-42. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Erwin & Smith, Birmingham. Product contains added sulphurous 
acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35229, R43. Sample of Hamburg Steak procured from W. P. 
Webb. Pontiac. Sample contains added sulphurous acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35486, R-51. Sample of Hamburg Steak procured from Hunter 
& Hunter, Royal Oak. Product contains added sulphurous acid or salts 
thereof. 

No. 35602, R-53. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by P. H. Legg, Pontiac. Product contains added sulphurous acid or 
salts thereof. 

No. 35604, R-55. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Chas. Neldrett, Birmingham. Product contains added sulphurous 
acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35613, L-45. Sample of Hamburg Steak procured from Wm. H. 
Dawe, Gladwin. Cereal present. No statement on package to indicate 
the presence of same. 

No. 35652, R-57. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Giles A. Webb, Pontiac. Product contains added sulphurous acid 
or salts thereof. 

No. 35662, 1-630. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by Wm. Saier, Lansing. Sodium benzoate present. Package not labeled 
to show presence of the preservative. 

No. 35774, 1-637. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
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by John Gutbrodt, 88 Pine St., Muskegon. Product contains added sul- 
phurous acid or salts thereof. 

No. 35839, L-58. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by O. L. Hurst, 1502 Gratiot Ave.; Saginaw. Contains an excessive 
amount of cereal. 

No. 35855, L-60. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by E. W. Beckett, Brown City. Product contains sulphurous acid or 
salts thereof. 

No. 36016, 1-652. Sample of Hamburg Steak manufactured and sold 
by C. DuBaene, Rochester. Sulphites present. I^roduct contains small 
amount of sulphurous acid or salts thereof. 

HORSE RADISH. 

No. 35794, 1-638. Sample of Horse Radish manufactured by the Wm. 
Sherwood Horse Radish Co., Lansing. Net weight not stated on label. 
Misbranded. 

No. 36010, 1-651. Sample of Acme Radish manufactured by the Acme 
Horse Radish Co., Detroit, and sold by F. P. Reynolds, Detroit. Net 
contents not stated on the label. Misbranded. 

ICD CREAM. 

No. 35311, R-48. Sample of ice cream manufactured by the Detroit 
Dainty Company, Detroit, Butter fat 8.2%. Below standard. 

No. 35353, K-13. Sample of ice cream manufactured by the Toledo 
Daily Company, Toledo, Ohio, and proi'ured from Edward C. Lemerand, 
Monroe. Butter fat 6.4%. Below standard. 

No. 35599, R-52. Sample of ice cream manufactured and sold by E. 
L. Keyser, l^ontiac. Butter fat 8.8%. Below standard in butter fat. 

JEI^LIES AND JAMS. 

No. 35776, F-286. Sample of Cherokee Jelly manufactured by the Em- 
pire Provision & Produce Co., Chicago, and sold by Sulzberger^ Sons^ 
Grand Rapids. A com syrup apple jelly not properly labeled as an imi- 
tation jelly. 

No. 35830. Unofficial sample of Miller's Homemade Pineapple Jam. 
Sample is 1 15/32 oz. short weight. 

No. 38088, R-78. Sample of Compound Jam procured from Wm. Ste- 
phan, Detroit. Net contents not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 38128, G-1250. Sample of Exmoor Brand Apple & Plum Jelly 
sold by Carpenter Cook Co., Menominee. Jelly has grape flavor. Mis- 
branded. 

LARD. 

No. 34023, 1-541. Sample of "lard'' manufactured by Dick Banyon, 
Benton Harbor, and procured from C. A. Elson, Riverside. Product is 
lard compound not properly stamped. 

No. 35406, 1-581. Sample of lard compound procured from Burrell 
Tripp, Allegan. Package not stamped. 

No. 35423, F-270. Sample of lard procured from Joseph Alti, Ben- 
ton Harbor. Product is not i)ure lard. Package not stamped. 
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No. 35481; 1-585. Sample of lard comiwund procured from E. P. 
Berry, Benton Harbor. Package not stamped. 

No. 35570, 1-609. Sample of lard procured from Herman Christen- 
son, Jackson. Product contains a. small amount of beef fat. Package 
not stamped. 

No. 35574, 1-612. Sample of lard procured from Judson A. Phillips, 
Jackson. Product contains a small amount of beef fat. 

No. 35803, X-3. Pail lard put up and sold by W. C. Wolcott, Flint. 
Net weight not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 35874. UnoflScial sample of lard. Not pure lard. 

No. 36031, L.80. Five pounds of lard sold by Chas. Nolette,& Son, 
Bay City. Short weight. 

UNSE5E?D OIL. 

No. 35194, B-303. Sample of boiled linseed oil manufactured by the 
Noble Refining Co., Cleveland, and procured from Fisk Hardware Com- 
pany, Central Lake. Not a pure linseed oil. 

No. 35354, L-32. Sample of raw linseed oil manufactured by the Noble 
Refining Co., Cleveland, and procured from J. J. Lambert, Linwood. 
Product contains about 57% mineral oil. 

No. 35424. Unofficial sample of linseed oil. Not pure linseed oil. 

No. 35910. Unofficial sample of linseed oil. Not a pure oil. 

LIVER. 

No. 35659, 1-627. Liver procured from W. M. Gilbert, Cement City, 
R. F. D. No. 1. Transported and offered for sale in a filthy and in- 
sanitary condition. 

MAPLES SYRUP. 

No. 38357. Unofficial sample of maple syrup. Product contains some 
cane sugar or cane sugar syrup. 

MAILXSCHINO CHERRICS. 

No. 38086, R-76. Sample of maraschino cherries put up by the Lib- 
erty Cherry' & Fruit Co., Covington, Ky., and procured from Wm. 
Stephan, Detroit. Contents not stated. Manufacturer's name and ad- 
dress not stated on the label. Misbranded. 

MILK. 

No. 35135, N-115. Sample of milk sold by A. C. Kimvall, Standish 
R. F. D. Below standard in specific gravity, butter fat and total solids. 
Contains about 11% added water. 

No. 35137, Nil 7. Sample of milk sold by John Cameron, Standish 
R. F. D. Below standard in specific gravity and total solids. Contain?* 
about 8% added water. 

No. 35138, N-118. Sample of milk sold by Oliver Treadeau, Standish 
R. F. D. Below standard in specific gravity and total solids. Contains 
about 12% added water. 

No. 35142, N-122. Sample of milk sold by F. Gresecki, Standish R. F. 
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D. Below standard in bntler fat and total solids. A part of the cream 
has been removed. 

No. :i5143, X-123. Sample of milk sold by Tony Soboleski, Standish 
R. F. D. Below standard in specific gravity, butter fat and total solida 
Contains about 16.5% added water. 

No. 35U4, N-124. Sample of milk sold by James Grier, Standish R. 
F. D. Below standard in butter fat and total solids. Above standard 
in specific gravity. A part of the cream has been removed. 

No. 35143, N-123. Sample of milk sold by Tony Soboleski, Standish 
B. F. D. Below standard in specific gravity, butter fat and total solids. 
Contains about 16.5% added water. 

No. 35144, N-124. Sample of milk sold by James Grier, Standish R. F. 
D. Below standard in butter fat and total solids. Above standard in 
i^pecific gravity. A part of the cream has been removed. 

No. 35273. Unofficial sample of milk. Sample contains added water. 

No. 35390, 1-573. Sample of milk sold by Byers & Barnes, Coldwater. 
Below standard in total solids and butter fat. A portion of the fat has 
been removed. 

No. 35419, 1-584. Sample of milk procured from Merl Smith, Char- 
lotte. Below standard in butter fat and total solida A part of the 
cream has been removed. 

No. 35484, N-128. Sample of milk sold by Martin Curtin, Elkton R. 
F. D. Below standard in specific gravity-, butter fat and total solids. 
Sample contains about 8% added water. 

No. 35562, 1-602. Sample of milk procured from L. B. Berton, Jack- 
son. Below standard in specific gravity, butter fat and total solids. 
Contains about 11% added water. 

No. 35563, 1-603. Sample of milk procured from Roy Heath, Jackson. 
Below standard in specific gravity and total solids. 

No. 35564, 1-604. Sample of milk procured from L. Lambert, Jack- 
son. Below standard in specific gravity, butter fat and total solids. 

No. 35565, 1-605. Sample of milk procured from C. C. Snythe, Jack- 
son. Below standard in butter fat and total solids. A part of the 
cream has been removed". 

No. 35849, N-129. Sample of milk sold by J. Koff, Saginaw R. F. D. 
Below standard in specific gravity and total solids. Contains about 13% 
added water. 

No. 35850, N-130. Sample of milk sold by J. Meinecke, Saginaw R. F. 
D. Below standard in specific gravity, butter fat and total solids. Con- 
tains about 34% added water. 

No. 35851, N-131. Sample of milk sold by Wm. Shoemaker, Saginaw 
R. F. D. Below standard in specific gravity and total solids. Contains 
about 22% added water. 

No. 37025, X-10. Sample of milk sold by Fred Knopf, Blissfield. Be- 
low standard in butter fat and total solids. 

No. 38251, N-132. Sample of milk sold by Jake Christner, Elkton. 
Below standard in butter fat and total solids. A part of the cream has 
been removed. 

No. 38304, X-15. Sample of milk from John Meyer & Adam Hoffman, 
Monroe. Below standard in specific gravity and total solids. Sample 
contained' added water. 

No. 38399, X-18. Sample of milk sold by Haynes & Van Etten, Ad- 
dison. Butter fat 2.9%. Normal milk below standard in butter fat. 
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No. 38400, X-19. Sample of milk sold by O. P. Foster, Addison. But- 
ter fat 2.79c. Normal milk below standard in butter fat. 

No. 38401, Z-20. Sample of milk sold by Crofoot & Durkee, Addison. 
Butter fat 2.8%. Normal milk below state standard in butter fat. 

No. 38474, X-28. Sample of milk sold by Walter Boeder, Monroe. 
Butter fat 2.8%. Below standai-d in butter fat. Contains an excessive 
amount of sediment. 

NUT MEATS. 

No. 38477. Unofficial sample of nut meats. Meats are all rancid and 
wormv. 

OLEOMARGARINE. 

No. 35365, B-310. Sample of oleomargarine procured from E. Boll 
Metheny, Cadillac. Sign not displayed in conspicuous place. Illegal 
sale. 

No. 35378, L-33. Sample of oleomargarine procured from Wolcott 
Bros., Flint. Misbranded in that the word oleomargarine is not in let- 
ters of sufficient size and because the package does not bear the manu- 
facturer's name and address. 

No. 35388, 1-571. Sample of ole<3margarine procured from OariH>ll 
Bros., Coldwater. No sign displayed. Illegal sale. 

No. 35642, F-283. Sample of oleomargarine procured from Andrew 
Bucuss, Muskegon. No sign displayed. Illegal sale. 

No. 36037, K-27. Sample of oleomargarine procured from William 
Lewis, 596 Dix Ave., Detroit. Product is oleomargarine artificially col- 
ored. 

No. 36041, 1-656. Sample of oleomargarine sold by Geo. Behmlander, 
114 S. Lynn St., Bay City. Product is oleomargarine. No sign dis- 
played. 

No. 36091, 1^104. Sample 2 pound package Good Luck Oleomargarine 
sold by C. H. Ki'etschmer, Saginaw. Advertisement in connection with 
sale of this product in violation of law. 

No. 38145, B-330. Sample of oleomargarine put up by B. S. Peai'sall, 
Elgin, 111. Labeled ^'Oleomargarine, a substitute for butter." Mis- 
branded. 

OLIVES. 

No. 33582. Unofficial sample of Peerless Manz^nille Olives. Mis- 
branded in that the net weight is not properlv stated. 

No. 35132, L-24. Sample of "Sunbeam Pure Food Olives" put up by 
Austin Nichols & Co., New York, and procured from T. Mcintosh & Co., 
Port Huron. Misbranded in that the net contents are not stated on the 
principal label. 

No. 35204, 1^25. Sample of ^'Spanish Olives'' sold by the National 
Grocery Co., Port Huron, and procured from J. A. Maxwell Co., Port 
Huron. Misbranded in that the packer's name and address is not stated 
on the label. 

No. 35593, B-318. Sample of olives sold by Symons Bros. & Co., 
Saginaw. Sample consists wholly or in part of a decomposed vegetable 
substance. Net contents not stated on the label. 
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ONIONS. 

Ko. 35553, 1-597. One quart onions purchased from Chas. N. Miller, 
Owosso. Measured in liquid quart ineasui'e. Short measure. 

OYSTEaiS. 

No. 35827, X-5. Sample of oysters procured from Sly & Smith, Flint. 
Contain an excessive amount of water. 

No. 35828, X-6. Sample of oysterfi procured from C. F. St. Denis, 
Flint. Contain an excessive amount of water. 

No. 383G6, B-87. One pint oysters procured fi*om J. W. Raleigh, 394 
Grand Kiver Ave., Detroit. Oldsters contain an excessive amount of 
water. 

PEACHES. 

No. 35483, U-9. Bushel peaches put up by T. Mistretta, Coloma R. F. 
D. No. 3. Peaches were faced giving a false representation of the con- 
tents of the basket. 

No. 35586, U-11. Bushel i)eaches packed by Albert Tidey, Benton 
Harbor, and procured from Peter Blyvies, Battle Creek. Approximately 
12% were rotten and unfit for use. The faced or shown surface of this 
package gave a false representation as to its contents. 

No. 35595, U-12. Bushel peaches packed by C. Federighi, Benton 
Harbor, and procured from Peter Blyvies, Battle Creek. Approximately 
6% of the peaches were rotten and decomposed. The faced portion of 
this package gave a false representation of its contents. 

No. 35609, U-13. Bushel peaches packed by Fred Krieger, Coloma, 
and procured fi'om Peter Blyvies, Battle Creek. Per cent small peaches 
60.4. About 5% were decayed and rotten. The faced or ahown portion 
of this package gave a false representation of its contents. 

No. 35617, U-15. Bushel peaches packed by C. M. Gustain, Benton 
Harbor, and procured from Peter Blyvies, Battle Creek. Per cent of 
small peaches 32.48. The faced or shown portion of this package gave 
a false representation of its contents. 

No. 35618, U-16. Bushel of peaches packed by Frank Ortlepp, Coloma, 
and procured from Peter Blyvies, Battle Creek. Per cent of small 
peaches 37.6. Sixty -five of small peaches were green. Approximately 
3% of entire lot were rotten. The faced or shown portion of this pack- 
age gave a false representation of its contents. 

No. 35620, U-18. Bushel peaches packed at the Empire Fruit Farm, 
Benton Harbor, and procured from Peter Blyvies, Battle Creek. Per 
cent of small peaches 29. Approximately 7% of the peaches were rot- 
ten and mouldy. The faced or shown portion of this package gave a 
false representation of its contents. 

No. 35667, 1-635. Bushel peaches sold to M. C; & E. V. Goossen, Lan- 
sing. Peaches were frozen. Unfit for food. 

PEPPBB. 

No. 36026, G-1234. Sample of pepper put up by Arbuckle Bros., Chi- 
cago, 111., and procured from John Beck, Baraga. Net weight not stated. 
Misbranded. 
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DILL PICKLES. 



No. 35355, 1-555. Can of dill pickles put up by the Harbauer Co., To- 
ledo, and procured from Geo. H. Tubbs & Co., Charlotte. Improperly 
labeled. Should be labeled in terms of quarts and pints instead of terms 
of pounds and ounces. 



PORK. 

No. 38533. Unofficial sample of pork. Sample composed wholly or 
in part of a diseased animal substance. 

POTATOES. . 

No. 35534, 1-589. Bushel potatoes procured from N. B. Smith & Co., 
Durand. Potatoes were short weight. 

No. 35569, 1-606. One-half bushel i)otatoes procured from E. R. Haz- 
ard, Jackson. Potatoes were 8 lbs. and 8 oz. short weight. 

No. 35572, 1-610. One peck potatoes procured from Mrs. A. P. Col- 
lins, Jackson. Potatoes were one pound and 13 oz. short weight. 

No. 35573, 1-611. One peck potatoes procured from Manke Bros., 
Jackson. Potatoes were 2 lbs. and 13 oz. short weight. 

No. 35578, 1-616. One peck potatoes procured from J. A. Phillips, 
Jackson. Potatoes 1 lb. and 11 oz. short weight. 

No. 35579, 1-618. One bushel potatoes procured from Howard E. 
Frazier, Jackson, R. F. D. No. 8. Potatoes were 6 lbs. and 4 oz. short 
weight. 

PRESERVES. 

No. 38481, R-103. Sample of strawberry preserves put up by the 
Louisville Presei*ving Company, Louisville, Ky., and sold by I. J. Green, 
139 Lamed St., Detroit. Product is misbranded. Should be labeled 
"Imitation." 

RICE. 

No. 33810. UnoflBcial sample of rice. Product is coated with glucose 
and talc. 

SAFFRON. 

No. 37052, 6-1239. Samples of saffron put up by Sherer & Gillett, 
Chicago, and procured from E. M. Lieblein, Hancock. Average shortage 
7% grs. Short weight. 

No. 37053, G-1240. Samples of saffron put up by Atwood & Steele 
Co., Chicago, and procured from E. M. Lieblein, Hancock. Average short- 
age 8 grs. Short weight. 

No. 38433, G-1259. Samples of saffron put up by Atwood & Steel 
Company, Chicago, and sold by E. M. Lieblein, Calumet. Net weight not 
stated. Misbranded. 

SALT. 

No. 36096, G-1238. Sample of salt put up by Stearns Salt Works, 
Ludington. Net weight not stated. Misbranded. 
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SAUSAGE. 



No. 35233, B-306. Sample of bologna sausage procured from E. S. 
Taylor, Pickford. Package or product not marked or stamped to indicate 
the presence of cereal. 

No. 35319, 1-558. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Tallmage & Bauer, Albion. Package or product not marked or 
stamped to indicate the presence of cereal. 

No. 35381, L-34. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold by 
W. C. Wolcott, Flint, package or product not marked to indicate the 
presence of cereal. 

No. 35389, 1-572. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Burch & Kemp, Coldwater. Product contains an excessive amount of 
cereal. 

No. 35391, T-574. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by L. Brown's Southern Michigan Packing Company, Coldwater. Product 
contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35530, 1-587. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Lee Terwilligar, Bad Axe. Cereal present. Package or product not 
marked or stamped to indicate the presence of cereal. 

No. 35550, 1-594. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Robert Raatz, Owosso. Cei-eal present. Package or product not 
marked or stamped to indicate the presence of cereal. 

No. 3551, 1-595. Sample of bulk pork sausage manufactured and 
sold by Ed. L. Carr, Owosso. Cereal 6.40%. Contains an excessive 
amount of cereal. 

No. 35552, 1-596. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Ed. L. Carr, Owosso. Cereal 3.79%. Contains an excessive amount 
of cereal. 

No. 35556, 1-598. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Wm. Payne, Ionia. Cereal 3.72%. Contains an excessive amount of 
cereal. Package or product not marked or stamped. 

No. 35567, 1-617. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold 
by H. G. Lewis, Jackson. Cereal present. Package not stamped to in- 
dicate the presence of cereal. 

No. 35585, G-1229. Sample of bologna sausage • manufactured and 
sold by Winter H. Suess, Negaunee. Cereal 2.95%. Product contains 
an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35614, L-46. Sample of pork sausage procured from Wm. H. 
Dawe, Gladwin. Cereal present. Package not stamped to indicate the 
presence of cereal. 

No. 35637, 1-624. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by J. F. Rohrer, Grass Lake. Cereal 2.94%. Contains an excessive 
amount of cereal. Package or product not marked or stamped. 

No. 35638, 1-625. Sample of frankfort sausage procured from J. M. 
Blashill, Ann Arbor. Cereal present. Package or product not marked 
or stamped to indicate the presence of cereal. 

No. 35651, 1-626. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by G. A. Royer, Mendon. Cereal 4.62%. Contains an excessive amount 
of cereal. 

No. 35655, L-48. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold by 
H. Breidenstein, Mt. Pleasant. Cereal present. Package or product not 
marked or stamped to indicate the presence of cereal. 
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No. 35726, 1-636. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Walter Bros., Belleville. Product contains an excessive amount of 
cereal. 

No. 35804, X-4. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold by 
W. O. Wolcott, Flint. Contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35957, 1-640. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured by Feld- 
pausch Bros., Grand Rapids, and procured from M. H. Plant & Son, 
Portland. Contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35958, 1-641. Sample of bologna sausage manufactui^ed and sold 
by Peake & Young, Portland. Contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35969, 1-647. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured by J. A. 
Peters, Detroit, and procured from Frank W. Irwin, 2048 W. Fort St., 
Detroit. Cereal 5.99%. Contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 35970, 1-648. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Wm. Gaedcke, 2436 E. Jefferson Ave., Detroit. Cereal present. Pack- 
^ige or product not marked or stamped to indicate the pi-esence of cereal. 

No. 36017, 1-653. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by P. E. Dodge, Komeo. Cereal present. Package or product not marked 
or stamped to indicate the presence of cereal. 

No. 36018, 1-654. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold by 
Henry L. Lee, Romeo. Cereal 3.43%. Product contains an excessive 
amount of cereal. 

No. 36019, 1-655. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Chas. Lembke, Romeo. Cereal 7.31^ . I^roduct contains an exceswve 
amount of cereal. 

No. 36047, R-71. Sample of smoked sausage manufactured by Miller 
& Hart, Chicago, and procui^ed from L. P. Fraziio, 265 Holden St., De- 
troit. Artifliciallv colored. 

No. 36068, 1-657. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Chas. McMannus, Mt. Clemens. Cereal 3.03%. Product contains an 
excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 36089, L-102. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold 
by Edw. Miller, Saginaw. Cereal present. Package not marked or 
stamped to indicate cereal. 

No. 37015, 1-658. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by F. X. Touscany, Mt. Clemens. Cereal 3.66%. Product contains an 
excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 37016, 1-659. Samples of bologna and frankfurt sausage manu- 
factured and sold by A. Pringnitz & Sons, Mt. Clemens. Bologna con- 
tains 2.69% cereal. Frankfurts contains 3.79% cereal. Frankfurts con- 
tain excesive cereal. Package or products not marked to indicate pres- 
ence of cereal. 

No. 37030, 1-661. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by C. W. Meldrum, New Baltimore. Cereal 3.54%. Product contains 
an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 37031, 1-662. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by M. Marsack, New Baltimore. Cereal 3.31%. Product contains an 
excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 37046, . 1-663. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by Cha&key & Breese, Richmond. Cereal 5.36%. Sample contains an 
excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 37047, T-664. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
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by Frank V. Tednian, Rochester. Cereal 4.289^. Product contains an 
excesisive amount of cereal. 

No. 38122, G-1244. Sample of sausage manufactured by Armour & 
Co., Chicago, and procured from James Brier, Menominee. Cereal 
r>.D8%. Product contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 38133, G-1240. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold 
by M. Telot, Menominee. Cereal 3.799? • Product contains an excessive 
amount of cereal. 

No. 38286, L-116. Sample of sausage manufactured and sold by J. 
C. Heyn, Saginaw. Cereal prestjnt. Package or product not marked or 
stamped to indicate presence of cereal. 

No. 38314, K-47. Sample of bologna sausage manufactured and sold 
by the Detroit Provision Company, 1010 Michigan Ave., Detroit. Cereal 
3.29%. Product contains an excessive amount of cereal. 

No. 38346, K-58. Sample of sausage procured from the Mark Market 
Co., Highland I'ark, and manufactured by Arnold Bros., Chicago. Cereal 
5.62% . Contains an excessive amount, of cereal. 

No. 38347, K-59. Sample of pork sausage procureil from D. S. Christy, 
3027 Woodward Ave., Highland Park. Product contains cereal. Package 
or product not marked or stamped to indicate presence of cereal. 

No. 38494, V-4. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold at 
Bazley's Market, Flint. Cereal 2.35% . Package not stamped to indicate 
presence of cereal. 

No. 38499, V-9. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold by 
Zehender & Longenay, Flint. Cereal 2.4%. Package not stamped to 
indicate presence of cereal. 

No. 38500, Y-10. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold by 
L. M. Kehoe, Flint. Cereal 1.5%. Package not stamped to indicate the 
presence of cereal. 

No. 38501, V-ll. Sample of pork sausage manufactured and sold by 
Joe. Frumkin, Flint. Cereal 1.56%. Package not stam|)ed to indicate 
the presence of cereal. 

SCALLVPS. 

No. 36097, R-73. Sample of scallups procured from Broadway Fish 
C/O., Broadway Market, Detroit. Sample consisted wholly or in part of 
a decomposed, putrid, tainted and infected animal substance. 

SUGAR CAKES. 

No. 38231, L-115. Sample of sugar cakes manufactured by the Michi- 
gan Candy Company, Saginaw, and sold by Tanner & Daily, Bay City. 
The cakes consist of a mixture of maple sugar and cane or beet sugar. 
Percentage of ingredients other than maple not stated on label. Cakes 
not labeled. 

SYRUPS AND SUGARS. 

No. 35695, Lr50. Sample of Old Inn Brand Syrup manufactured by 
the Torbitt & Castleman Co., Tx)uisville, Ky., and sold by Phipps, Peii- 
oyer & Co., Saginaw. Misbranded in that the per cent of cane and maple 
syrup is not stated on the label. 

No. 35822, R-61. Sample bottle syrup put up by Francis T^ggett & 
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Co., New York, and procured from Troste & Tossej, 351 Sheridan, De- 
troit.- A mixture of cane and maple syrup. Percentage of ingredients 
other than maple not stated on label. Misbranded. 

No. 35840. Unofficial sample of Golden Tree Syrup. Net weight 
stated instead of net volume. Misbranded. 

No. 35848, R-63. Sample of Purity Brand Vermont Syrup manufac- 
tured by E. J. Doasin, Detroit and procured from Fred Netzel, 551 Elm- 
wood Ave., Detroit. Misbranded in that the label contains statements 
that are misleading. 

No. 35906. Unofficial sample of Towle's Jjog; Cabin Syrup. Per cent 
of ingredients not stated on label. Misbranded. 

No. 35936, B-67. Sample of Lion Brand Corn & Refiners Svrup sold 
by the Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea. Co., New York. Misbranded. 

No. 35945, R-69. Sample of Great I^kes Brand Table Syrup manu- 
factured by the Hay Preserving Co., Detroit. Misbranded. 

No. 36095, G-123T. Sample of Broadway Brand Syrup distributed by 
E. R. Godfrey & Sons, Milwaukee, and procured from Lavigne Bros., 
Ishpeming. Percentage of ingredients not stated on label. Misbranded. 

No. 37027. Unofficial sample of Farmhouse Cane & Maple Sugar. 
Percentage of ingredients not stated. Misbranded. 

No. 38090, K45. Sample of maple syrup procured from Thompson's 
restaurant, 107 Woodward Ave., Detroit. Product is sugar syrup with 
artificial maple flavor. 

No. 38288. Unofficial sample of maple syrup. A mixture of maple 
and brown sugar syrups. 

VINEGAR. 

No. 35399. Unofficial sample of vinegar. Acidity 1.24%. Cannot be 
sold for vinegar. 

No. 34047. Unofficial sample of vinegar. Acidity 2.91%. Low in 
acidity. 

No. 34051. Unofficial sample of vinegar. Acidity 2.92%. Low in 
aciditv. 

No. 34063-34074. Unofficial samples of vinegar. Low in acidity. 

No. 35405, 1-580. Sample of cider vinegar manufactured by the Alle- 
gan Cider Vinegar Co., Allegan, and procured from Burrell Tripp, 
Allegan. A dilute vinegar to which foreign mineral matter has been 
added. 

No. 35942, F-325. Sample of "Pure Cider Vinegar" manufactured by 
EMwin Fallis Canning Co., Ix)well. Product consists wholly or in part 
of a mixture of cider vinegar and a foreign substance high in reducing 
sugars in imitation of a genuine cider vinegar. Below standard in 
acidity. 

No. 35943, F-326. Sample of "Pure Cider Vinegar'' manufactured by 
Edwin Fallis Canning- Co., Lowell. Product consists wholly or in part 
of a mixture of cider vinegar and a foreign substance high in reducing 
sugars in imitation of a genuine cider vinegar. Below standard in 
acidity. 

No. 38373, L-125. Sample of cider vinegar manufactured by the Har- 
bauer Company, Toledo, and sold by Lee & Cady, Saginaw. Sample 
consists wholly or in part of a mixture of dilute acetic acid or distilled 



DAIRY AND POOD COMMISSION. 49 

vinegar, aiid a fomgn substance high in reducing sugar and added 
mineral matter in imitation of a genuine cider vinegar. 

No. 38464, L-128. Sample of cider vinegar manufactui'ed by the Har- 
bauer Company, Toledo, and procured fi-om Lee & Cady, Saginaw. This 
vinegar is adultei*ated for the reason that it consists in whole or in part 
of a dilute acetic acid or distilled vinegar, a foreign substance high in re- 
ducing sugars and added mineral matter in imitation of genuine cider 
vinegar. 

No. 38465, L-129. Sample of cider vinegar manufactured by the Har- 
bauer Company, Toledo, and procured from Lee & Cady, Saginaw. This 
vinegar is adulterated for the reason that it consists wholly or in paH 
of a mixture of dilute acetic acid or distilled vinegar, a foreign sub- 
stance high in reducing sugars and added mineral matter in imitation 
of a genuine cider vinegar. 

No. 38466, L-130. Sample of cider vinegar manufactured by the Har- 
bauer Company, Toledo, and procured from Lee & Cady, Saginaw. This 
vinegar is adulterated for the reason that it consists of a mixture of a 
dilute acetic acid or distilled vinegar, a foreign substance high in re- 
ducing sugars and added mineral matter in imitation of a genuine cider 
vinegar. 

No. 38468, L-132. Sample of cider vinegar manufactured by the Har- 
bauer Company, Toledo, and procured from G. A. Alderton & Co., Sagi- 
naw. This vinegar is adulterated for the reason that it consists wholly 
or in part of a mixture of dilute acetic acid or distilled vinegar, a for- 
eign substance high in reducing sugars and added mineral matter in 
imitation of a genuine cider vinegar. 

No. 38504. UnoflHcial sample of vinegar. Acidity 1.70%. Below 
standard in acidity. 

No. 38505. Unofficial sample of vinegar. Acidity 1.55%. Below 
standard in acidity. 
7 



DRUG ANALYST'S REPORT 



Hon. J. W. Helme, Dairy and Food Commissioner, Lansing, Mich. : 

Dear Sir: — I herewith beg to report on the work done in the Drug 
division during the fiscal year ending July 1, 1916. During this time 
there were 445 oflScial samples analyzed. Out of this number 134, or 
about one out of every three, was found not to be in compliance with 
the provisions of the Drug Law. 

A glance at the summary following this report shows that some 76 
different pharmaceuticals were taken up by the inspectors and analyzed 
in this Department. We also analyzed during that time 20 proprietary 
preparations, 7 of which were condemned under the Sliirley Amendment 
for the reason that unwarranted claims were made upon the labels in 
i-egard to the curative properties. 

Prosecution was instituted against two of the proprietary proprietors 
as well as against a number of druggists who failed to hee<l the warn- 
ing sent out by this Department to them in regard to certain prepara- 
tions which they were making or handling, which did not comply with 
the Drug Law. The nature and number of prosecutions will be found 
under separate heading in another part of this report. 

The two Drug Inspectors, aside from taking up the samples repre- 
sented in this report, made several hundred inspections of drug stores 
from which no samples were taken. They also carried a weights and 
measures outfit, by which they tested every' balance and weight found 
in the drug stores in this State. This, like the number of prosecutions, 
can be found under another heading, that of the weights and measures 
leport. 

During the coming year this Department expects to make a thorough 
investigation of every patent or proprietary preparation manufactured 
and sold in this territory. This Division further expects to make 
analyses of all cosmetics, such as hair tonics, face powder, etc., in order 
to show the coming Legislature the need of a law to regulate this class 
of business. 

Your special attention is called to the summary. You will note that 
107 samples of Tr. of Iodine were analyzed. Sixty-one, or 55% were 
condemned. This preparation is one which is to be found in almost 
every factory', and is one used as first aid in almost all minor injuries. 
Being such an important preparation, this Department has paid it spe- 
cial attention and it is hoped that the showing next year will be im- 
proved. 

Yours truly, 

A. R.' TODD, 
State Drug Analyst. 
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SUMMARY OF DRUGS. 



Article. 



Absorbent cottoa 

Acid araenious (T. T.) 

Acid boracic 

Acid hydrochloric 

Alkaline antiseptic 

Antiseptic (Bernays) Blue 

Aspirin 

Belladonna plaster 

Benedictine 

Bismuth subnitrate 

Blue ointment 

Calomel (T. T.) 

Camphor liniment 

Carbolic acid 

Cascara aromatic (F. E.) 

Cascara U. S. P. (F. E.) 

Castor oil 

Chlorinated lime 

Citrate mae[ne8ia solution 

Elixir bromide compound 

Elixir potassium bromide 

Essence pepsin 

Extract cognac brandy 

Extract gin 

Extract lemon 

Extract rum 

Fig cascaros 

Formaldehyde 

Formin 

Fowlers solution 

Headache wafers 

Hexamethylamine 

Hydrogen peroxide 

Lemon flavoring oil 

Liniment powder 

Magnesium oxide 

Menthjrlene blue 

Mercurial ointment 

Nitroglycerine tablets (T. T.) . . . 
Nuxated iron 

Oil pennsrroyal 

Oil tansy 

Pancreatin fpowdered) 

Pennyroyal herb 

Phenolphthalein (C. T.) 

Potassium chlorate (C. T.) 

Potassium iodide 

Potassium permanganate (C. T.) 

Proprietary preparations 

Quinine (C. T.) 

Quinine sulphate 

Salol (C. T.) 

Sedlitz powders 

Sodium bicarbonate 

Sodium bromide 

Sodium iodide 

Spirits camphor 

Spirits nitre 

Spirits peppermint 

Strontium bromide 



Total. 



2 

4 
3 
3 
1 

7 
4 
1 
3 
9 

4 
7 
10 
1 


10 
1 

13 
1 
3 

9 
7 
1 
1 
1 

1 
1 
14 
1 
6 

2 

4 
6 
1 
1 

1 
2 
3 
2 
2 

1 
1 
1 
2 
3 

1 
3 

4 

20 

1 

1 
1 

7 
2 
1 

1 
36 
13 
15 

1 



Not found 
adulterated, 
misbranded 

or illegal. 



Found 

adulterated, 

misbranded 

or illegal. 



2 
3 
3 



9 

8 

7 

16 



9 

10 
1 
6 
1 
3 

7 
6 


1 


1 
10 
1 
5 

2 

4 
3 
1 
1 

1 
2 
1 
1 
2 

1 
1 
1 

3 

1 
3 

4 

13 

1 

• 

1 
1 
7 
2 
1 

1 
25 

5 
11 

1 




1 

2 



1 

2 


1 

3 
1 




8 



2 

1 
1 
1 


1 


4 


1 



2 





2 
1 





2 






7 










10 

8 

4 
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SUMMARY OF DRUGS,— ConcZi*rf«d. 



Article. 



Strychnine sulphate (T. T.) 

Sulphur 

Synip hypophosphites 

Syrup hypophosphiteB compound 
Syrup iomde iron 

Tansy herb 

Tr. aconite 

Tr. belladonna 

Tr. f erri chloride 

Tr. ginger 

Tr. iodine 

Tr. nux vomica 

Turpentine 

Whiskey 

Zinc oxide ointment 

Zinc sulphate 

Totals 



Total. 



5 
Q 
1 
3 
1 

2 
3 
2 
2 

4 

107 
10 
1 
1 
8 
2 



445 



Not found 
adulterated, 
misbranded 

or illegal. 



5 
9 
1 
3 
1 

2 
3 
2 
1 
3 

46 
6 

1 
1 
7 
2 



311 



Foimd 

adulterated, 

mifibranded 

or illegal. 












1 

1 

61 
4 


1 
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ACID HYDROCHLORIC. 

No. 35300, Q-786. Sample of acid hydrochloric Dil. U. S. P. manu- 
factured and sold by F. G. Scott, 163 Grand River Ave., Detroit. Low in 
hydrochloric acid. 

No. 38051, Q-920. Sample of dilute hydrochloric acid manufactured 
and sold by F. G. Scott, 169 Grand River Ave., Detroit. Acid hydro- 
chloric 23.0%. Not U. S. P. Contains an excessive amount of hydro- 
chloric acid. 

ASPIRIN. 

No. 38237, Q-995. 5 gr. aspirin tablets put up by the Bayer Co., Inc., 
New York, and procured from Bertram Bros., 204 Fort St., Detroit. Low 
in aspirin content. 

BBNBDICTINB. 

No. 35461, Q-826. Sample of Benedictine manufactured by the Arrow 
Distilleries Co., Peoria, 111., and procured from David Rosenthal, 404 
Gratiot Ave., Detroit. Sample is imitation benedictine. 

No. 35775, K-15. Sample of benedictine manufactured by The Shott & 
Schmidt Co., Cincinnati, Ohio, and procured from Gustav Rosenberger, 
138-140 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. Product is not genuine benedictine. 



BLUB OINTMENT. 



No. 35376, Z-673. Sample of blue ointment U. S. P. manufactured by 
A. H. Lyman Co., Manistee, and procured from the Hannah-Lay Mercan- 
tile Co., Traverse City. Low in mercury. 
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CAMPHOR LINIMENT. 

No. 36083, Z-718. Sample of camphor liniment manufactured and 
sold by the Hamill Drug Co., 1160 S. Division Ave., Grand Rapids. Cam- 
phor 8.881 % . Low in camphor. 

No. 38114, Z-738. Sample of camphor liniment manufactured and 
sold by Swartwout & Swartwout, Marshall. Camphor 14.5%. Low in 
camphor. 

No. 38272, Z-759. Sample of camphor liniment manufactured and 
sold by the Carney Drug Co., Decatur. Camphor 6.64^ . Low in cam- 
phor. 

CARBOLIC ACID. 

No. 38338, Q 1010. Sample of carbolic acid 907c procured from Chas. 
Gerondale, 2517 Fort St., West, Detroit. Low in carbolic acid. 

No. 38056, Q-025. Sample of dilorinated lime procured from Cun- 
ningham's, 89 Woodward Ave., Detroit. Available chlorine 23.5'/ . Low 
in available chlorine. 

No. 38071, Q-940. Sample of chlorinated lime procured from J. M. 
Godfrey, 81 18th St., Detroit. Available chlorine 2.787. Product wet 
and can rustv. Low in available chlorine. 

No. 38077, Q-946. Sample of chlorinated lime procured from Gru- 
uow Drug Co., 93 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. Available chlorine 17.47- -^^^^v 
in available chlorine. 

No. 38080, Q-749. Sami)le of chlorinated lime jn'ocnred from Green- 
thai Pharmacy Co., 199 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. Available chlorine 26.07 • 
Low in available chlorine. 

No. 38085, Q-954. Sample of chlorinated lime procured from the 
Crosstown Drug Co., 351 Grandy Ave., Detroit. Available chlorine 
27.7%. Low in available chlorine. 

No! 38173, Q-966. Sample of chlorinated lime procured from R. C. 
Henderson, Millington. Available chlorine claimed 257- Available 
chlorine found 16.87 • Low in available chlorine. 

No. 38201, Q-982. Sample of chlorinated lime sold by Puhl, Webb & 
Co., Chicago, and procured from A. M. Bird, Milford. Available chlorine 
claimed 307. Found 13.67- Low in available chlorine. 

No. 38273, Z-760. Sample of chlorinated lime procured from M. R. 
Anson, Kalamazoo. Available chlorine found 5.157- Low in available 
chlorine. 

ELIXIR I'OTASSU'M BROMIDE. 

No. 35447, Q-812. Sample of elixir i)otassium bromide manufactured 
by the Toledo IMiarmacal Company, Toledo. Adulterated in that the 
strength or quality does not conform to the strength or quality under 
which it was sold. Low in potassium bromide. 

No. 38065, Q-934. Sample of elixir potassium bromide manufactured 
and sold at Kothes Pharmacy, 993 Kercheval, Detroit. Potassium bro- 
mide 13 gms. per 100 cc. Low in potassium bromide. 

ESSENCE PEPSIN. 

No. 35375, Z-672. Sample of Essence I'epsin procured from the Ameri- 
can Drug Store, Traverse City. Does not comply with N. F. require- 
ments. Low in pepsin strength. 
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EXTRACT COGNAC BRANDY. 

No. 35674, Q-869. Sample of Extract Cognac Brand manufactured 
by the Modem Laboratory Co., Youngstown, Ohio, and procured from 
Frank Monaco, 652 Kiopelle St., Detroit. Alcohol present. No state- 
ment of alcohol on label. 

EXTRACT GIN. 

No. 35673, Q-868. Sample of Extract Gin manufactured by the Modern 
Laboratoi-y Co., Youngstown, Ohio, and procured from Frank Monaco, 
652 Riopelle St., Detroit. Alcohol present. No statement of alcohol on 
label. 

EXTRACT OF RUM. 

No. 35672, Q-867. Sample of Extract of Rum manufactured by the 
Modem Laboratory Co., Youngstown, Ohio, and procured from Frank 
Monaco, 652 Riopelle St., Detroit. Alcohol present. No statement of 
alcohol on label. 

FORMALDEHYDE. 

No. 38050, Q-919. Sample of formaldehyde procured from F. G. Scott, 
169 Grand River Ave., Detroit, Formaldehyde 35.49^. Does not con- 
form to statement on label. 

No. 38081, Q-950. Sample of formaldehyde procured from the Green- 
thai Pharmacy Co., 199 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. I*roduct purchased for 
U. S. P. formaldehyde. Contains only 35.8% formaldehyde. 

No. 38171, Q-964. Sample of formaldehyde procured from M. J. Mor- 
rish, 154 High St., Detroit. Claim U. S. P. Found 33.47^ formaldehyde. 
Low in formaldehyde. 

No. 38211, Q-992. Sample of formaldehyde procured from E. V. Glass, 
Bath. Low in formaldehyde. 

FOR^IALDEHYDB SOLUTION. 

No. 35890, Q-895. Sample of solution formaldehyde sold by the Michi- 
gan Drug Co., Detroit, and procured from H. D. Bowman & Son, Al- 
mont. Not U. S. P. Low in formaldehyde. 

HYDROGEN PEROXIDE. 

No. 38057, Q-926. Sample of peroxide hydrogen procured from Gitre's 
Drug Store, 216 Michigan Ave., Detroit. Hydrogen peroxide 2.86%. 
Not U. S. P. Low in hydrogen peroxide. 

No. 38105, Q-962. Sample of peroxide hydrogen procured from Frank 
Monaco, 652 Riopelle St., Detroit. Hydrogen peroxide 2.649? . Not U. 
S. P. Low in hydrogen peroxide. 

MERCURIAL OINTMENT. 

No. 35460, Q-825. Sample of Ungt. Mercurial 50% sold by the Toledo 
Pharmacal Company, Toledo. Adulterated in that the strength falls 
below the professed standard under w^hich it was sold. Low in mercury. 

No. 35694, Q-889. Sample of mercurial ointment 50% manufactured 
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by the Columbus Pharmacal Co., Columbus, Ohio, and procured from 
S. C. Bush, Chelsea. Low in mercury. 

PENNYROYAL HERB. 

No. 38099, Q-956. Sample of Pennyroyal Herb put up by S. W. Gould 
& Bros., Waldron, Mass., and procured from H. Kuehn, 1536 Chene St., 
Detroit. JContains about 17.8% stems and foreign material. Contains 
an excessive amount of stems. 

No. 38420, Q-1020. Sample of Pennyroyal Herb put up by S. W. Gould 
& Bros., Waldron, Mass. Contains an excessive amount of stems. 

PROPRIETARY PREPARATIONS* 

No. 35425, Q-790. Sample of Hegeman's Diarrhoea Remedy manu- 
factured by Hegeman Co., New York, and procured from W. A. Rudell, 
Sault Ste. Marie. Product contains alcohol and morphine and is not 
labeled to indicate presence of same. 

No. 35980, Q-901. Sample of DeWitt's Colic Cure manufactured by 
E. C. DeWitt & Co., Chicago, and procured from Wm. J. Brackman, New 
Haven. Morphine per oz. % gr. No statement on label to indicate same. 

No. 36048, Q-909. Sample of Bromosine manufactured and sold by 
Lambert & Lowman, Detroit. Contains an excessive amount of potas- 
sium bromide and chloral hydrate. 

No. 37078, U-28. Sample of "Fountain of Life" Consumption Cure 
manufactured by Henry Fitz, Battle Creek. An aqueous solution con- 
sisting principally of salt and sugar flavored with oil of wintergreen. 
Misbranded in that the label bears a statement regarding the curative 
or therapeutic effect of the article which is false and fraudulent. 

No. 38240, Q-998. Sample of "Caldwell's Syrup Pepsin" manufactured 
by the Pepsin Syrup Co., Monticello, 111., and procure<l from H. S. Car- 
penter, Detroit. Product contains no active pepsin although labeled as 
syrup of pepsin. 

No. 38236, Q-994. Sample of Auto-Town manufactured by Frederick 
A. Reuther, 761 Rush Ave., Detroit, and procured from J. H. Webster, 
866 Jefferson Aye. East, Detroit. The circular that accompanies this 
preparation contains statements that are deceptive and misleading. 

No. 38359, U-33. Sample of Indian Remedy manufactured by Chief 
Rheamount, Battle Creek. An aqueous decoction of herbs that will not 
conform to verbal claims purported to have been made by the manufac- 
turer of this remedy. 

SPIRITS CAMPHOR. 

No. 35885, Q-890. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and 
sold by W. H. Foster, 2069 Hamilton Blvd., Highland Park. Camphor 
6.25%. Low in camphor. 

No. 35892, Q-897. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
by H. L. l^arker, Dryden. Camphor 9.1%. Low in camphor. 

No. 35986, Q-907. " Sample of spirits of camphor manufactured and 
sold by J. M. Lemen, 2597 Michigan Ave., Springwells. Camphor 7.47%. 
Low in camphor. 

No. 36082, Z-717. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
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at Stuart's Pharmacy, 1927 Division Ave., Grand Rapids. Camphor 
8.715%. Low in camphor. 

No. 38151, Z-746. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
by M. Hobbs, Fife Lake. Camphor 8.92% . Low in camphor. 

No. 38181, Q-974. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
by Lloyd Drug Co., 2320 Saginaw St., North, Flint. Camphor 6.63%. 
Low in camphor. 

No. 38277, Z-763. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
by Bryant Drug Co., Lansing. Camphor 6.64%. Low in camphor. 

No. 38379, Z-774. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
by C. B. Cretsinger, Kalamazoo. Camphor 8.83%. Low in camphor. 

No. 38486, Z-785. Sample of spirits camphor manufactured and sold 
by E. E. Bouse, Benton Harbor, R. F. D. Camphor 7.88%. Low in 
camphor. 

No. 38558, X-792. Sample of spirits camplior manufactured and sold 
by Edw. N. Spleidt, 351 Washington St., Muskegon. Camphor 7.88%. 
Low in camphor. 

SPIRITS NITRE. 

No. 35464, Q-829. Sample of Spirits Nitre procured from J. H. Rane, 
Whitmore Lake. Low in ethyl nitrite. 

!No. 35465, Q-830. Sample of Spirits Nitre procured from Geo. L. 
Close, Whitmore Lake. Low in ethyl nitrite. 

No. 35540, Q-838. Sample of Spirits Nitre procured from A. A. 
Hackett, Napoleon. Does not conform to U. S. P. requirements. Low in 
ethyl nitrite. 

No. 35679, Q-874. Sample of Spirits Nitre manufactured and sold by 
Martin Robinson, 518 Hastings St., Detroit. Does not conform to U. S. 
P. requirements. Low in ethyl nitrite. 

No. 35984, Q-905. Sample of spirits nitre manufactured and sold by 
J. F. Hartz, Detroit. Nitrous ether 2.387%. Low in ethyl nitrite. 

No. 37070, Z-732. Sample of spirits nitre procured from J. E. Adam- 
son, 625 Harrison St., Bay City. Ethyl nitrite 2,685%. Low in ethyl 
nitrite. 

No. 38049, Q-918. Sample of spirits nitre manufactured and sold by 
F. G. Scott, 169 Grand River Ave., Detroit. Ethyl nitrite 2.87% . Low 
in ethyl nitrite. 

No. 38239, Q-997. Sample of spirits nitre manufactured and sold by 
H. S. Carpenter, 211 E. Jefferson Ave., Detroit. Ethyl nitrite 1.77%. 
Low in ethyl nitrite. 

SPIRITS PEPPERMINT. 

No. 35536, Q-834. Sample of Spirits Peppermint manufactured and 
sold by A. H. Taggart, Norvell. Oil of peppermint 5.5%. Low in oil of 
peppermint. 

No. 35987, Q-908. Sample of Spts. Peppermint manufactured and 
sold by J. M. Lemen, 2597 Michigan Ave., Springwells. Oil of pepper- 
mint 7.9%. Low in oil of peppermint. 

No. 38209, Q-990. Sample of Spts. Peppermint manufactured and 
sold by E. V. Glass, Bath. Oil of peppermint 4.4%. Low in oil of 
peppermint. 

No. 38488, Z-787. Sample of spirits peppermint manufactured and 
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sold by F. C. Gillespie, St. Joseph. Oil of peppermint 1.6%. Low in 
peppermint. 



TR. FERRI CIILORIDB. 



No. 38059, Q-928. Sample of Tr. Ferri Cliloride manufactured and 
sold by L. W. Gitre's Drug Store, 216 Michigan Ave., Detroit. Metallic 
iron 3.7%. Low in metallic iron. 



TR. GINGER. 

Xo. 38214, Z-753. Sample of Tr. Ginger manufactured and sold by 
O. H. Milner, Big Rapids. Low in alcohol. 

TINCTURE IODINE. 

No. 35243, Z-6591/^. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
J. L. Conley, Whitehall. Does not conform to U. S. P. requirements. 
High in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 25301, Q 787. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by F. 
G. Scott, 163 Grand River Ave., Detroit. Not a U. S. P. preparation. 
Low in potassium iodide and high in iodine. 

No. 35307, Z-663. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by C. 
N. Menold, Thompsonville. Not a U. S. V, preparation. Low in iodine 
and potassium iodide. 

No. 35309, Z 665. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by C. 
H. Bostick, Man ton. Does not conform to U. S. P. requirements. Low 
in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 35350, Z-667. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Eckel Drug Co., Petoskey. Not U. S. V. Low in iodine and ])otassium 
iodide. 

No. 35410, Z-679. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sobl by W. 
H. Quigley, Grand Rapids. Contains an excessive amount of potassium 
iodide. 

No. 35411, Z-680. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at City 
Drug Store, ¥. J. Mans, Prop., Kalamazoo. Low in iodine. 

No. 35428, Q-793. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Chas. N. Ghent, Alpena. Low in iodine and contains no ])otassium iodide. 

No. 35487, Z-683. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by J. 
M. Perkins, Negaunee. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 35535, Q-833. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
A. H. Taggart, Norvell. IjOW in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 35677, Q-872. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by A. 
L. Turner, 510 St. Antoine St., Detroit. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 35678, Q-873. Sam])le of Tr. Iodine manufacture<l and sold by 
Martin Robinson, 518 Hastings St., Detroit. Contains an excessive 
amount of iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 35826, Z 698. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at the 
Barber Drug Store, Dowagiac. Low in io<line and potassium iodide. 

No. 35882, Z-700. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by H. 
D. Pew, I*alo. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 35891, Q-896. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by H. 
L. Parker, Dryden. Low in iodine. 

No. 35947, Z-707. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by M. 
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V. Wilson, Sand Lake. Iodine 6.03 gms. potassium iodine 4.61 gnis. per 
100 CO. Below standard in iodine and and potassium iodide. 

No. 35948, Z-708. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
A. W. Burnett, Sand Lake. Iodine 6.65 gins, potassium iodide 3.25 gms. 
per 100 CO. Below standard in potassium iodide. 

No. 35977, Q-898. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
F. J. Needham, 571 Lafayette Ave., West., Detroit. Iodine 5.2 gms. 
Potassium iodine 4.424 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium 
iodide. 

No. 35981, Q-902. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Clements & Mason, New Baltimore. Iodine 4.75 gms., potassium iodide 
1.681 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 35985, Q-906. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
J. M. Lemen, 2597 Michigan Ave., Springwells. Iodine 1.5 gms., potas- 
sium iodide none. Low in iodine and contains no potassium iodide. 

No. 36023, Z-711. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Henry W. Rodenbaugh, Breedsville. Iodine 6.7 gms., potassium iodide, 
none. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 36024, Z-712. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Downie & Beattie, Richland. Iodine 3.9 gms., potassium iodide 2.974 
gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 36078, Z-714. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
M. T. Karcher, Thompsonville, Iodine 4.6. gms., potassium iodide none. 
Low in iodine and contains no potassium iodide. 

No. 36084, Z-719. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
C. F. Frost, 1103 Division Ave., South, Grand Rapids. Iodine 6.25 gms., 
potassium iodide 3.984 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium 
iodide. 

No. 36085, Z-720. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
J. G. Steketee, 759 Division Ave., South, Grand Rapids. Iodine 6.35 
gms., potassium iodide 4.990 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine. 

No. 37036, Z-724. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Blink & Kirchner, 1301 Court St., Saginaw W. S. Iodine 6.355 gms., 
potassium iodide 4.471 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine. 

No. 37037, Z-725. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Richter Drug Store, 1200 Court St., Saginaw W. S. Iodine 6.7 gms., po- 
tassium iodide 4.090 gms. per 100 cc. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 37066, Z-728. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
E. W. Pollard, 1319 Genesee St., Saginaw E. S. Iodine 4.9 gms., potas- 
sium iodide none. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38032, Z-735. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
W. T. Foley & Co., 319 Marquette St., Bay City. Iodine 5.5 gms., potas- 
sium iodide 4.275 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine. 

No. 38045, Q-914. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Hamlen & Dedenbach, 837 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. Iodine 10.15 gms., 
potassium iodide 5.236 gms. Contains an excessive amount of iodine. 

No. 38046, Q-915. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Reeily & Grashan, 116 Clifford St., Detroit. Iodine 7.5 gms., potassium 
iodide 4.148 gms. per 100 cc. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 38053, Q-922. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
Cunninghams, 89 Woodward Ave., Detroit. Iodine 6.1 gms., potassium 
iodide 3.708 gms. per 100 cc. Low in potassiimi iodide. 
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No. 38060, Q-929. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
O. R. Kurz, 752 Michigan Ave., Detroit. Iodine 5.5 gms., potassium 
iodide 5.824 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine. 

No. 38063, Q-932. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
Alfred Pharmacy, 510 St. Antoine St., Detroit. Iodine 4.7 gms., potas- 
sium iodide 5.031 gms. per 100 ec. Low in iodine. 

No. 38066, Q-935. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
Kothe's Pharmacy, 993 Kercheval, Detroit. Iodine 4.1 gms., potassium 
iodide none. Low in iodine and contains no potassium iodide. 

No. 38100, Q-957. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
M. K. Smith, 848 Trombly, Detroit. Iodine 4.87 gms., potassium iodide 
2.461 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38116, Z-740. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Reichels Drug Store, 634 Bridge St., Grand Rapids. Iodine 6 gms., po- 
tassium iodide 3.929 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium 
iodide. 

No. 38117, Z-741. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by W. 
P. Wolf, 301 Bridge St., Grand Rapids. Iodine 6.16 gms., potassium 
iodide 4.863 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine. 

No. 38147, Z-742. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
C. W. Fallas, Petoskey. Iodine 6.98 gms., potassium iodide 13.234 gms. 
per 100 cc. Contains an excessive amount of potassium iodide. 

No. 38177, Q-970. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
L. A. Hooper, Caro. Iodine 6 gms., potassium iodide 4.22 gms. per 100 
cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38179, Q-972, Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
O. C. Palmer, Caro. Iodine 6 gms., potassium iodide 4.57 gms., per 100 
cc. Low m iodine. 

No. 38183, Q-975. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Lloyd Drug Co., 2320 Saginaw St., North, Flint. Iodine 6.42 gms., po- 
tassium iodide 3.43 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38184, Q-977. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
J. W. Doran, 1232 Broadway, Flint. Iodine 5.15 gms., potassium iodide 
3.96 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38186, Q-980. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
J. W. Berridge, 401 Detroit St., Flint. Iodine 13.5 gms., potassium 
iodide 12.27 gms. per 100 cc. This preparation is about double strength. 
Contains an excessive amount of iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38197, Z-749. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
W. H. Tibbs, 223 S. Division Ave., Grand Rapids. Potassium iodide 
2.810 gms. per 100 cc. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 38206, Q-987. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
E. L. Langworthy, Linden. Iodine 5.35 gms., potassium iodide 3.174 
gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38213, Z-752. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
Tripp's Drug Store, Allegan. Iodine 5.64 gms., potassium iodide 3.698 
gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38216, Z 755. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
A. W. Burnett, Sand Lake. Iodine 5.27 gms., potassium iodide 8.745 
gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and high in potassium iodide. 

No. 38238, Q-996. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
H, S. Carpenter, 211 E. Jefferson Ave., Detroit. Iodine 5.45 gms. po- 
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tassium iodine 3.719 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium 
iodide. 

No. 38244, Q-1002. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
Goodrich & Hallock, Hillsdale. Iodine 6.25 gms. per 100 cc. Low in 
iodine. 

No. 38254, Q-1004. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
Haig Pharmacy, Ypsilanti. Iodine 6.14 gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine. 

No. 38256, Q-1006. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
John Layman, Mt. Morris. Iodine 5.35 gms., potassium iodide .18 gms. 
per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38330, Z-769. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
E. H. Lemire, White Cloud. Iodine 5.81 gms., potassium iodide 0.3 gms. 
per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38334, Z-773. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
W. C. Wolf, 1154 S. Division Ave., Grand Rapids. Potassium iodide 0.6 
gms. per 100 cc. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 38337, Q-1009. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold by 
N. A. Lippard, 1278 W. Fort St., Detroit. Iodine 5.4 gms., potassium 
iodide 0.656 gms. per 100 cc. IjOw in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38340, Q-1012. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
Haig Pharmacy, Ypsilanti. Iodine 6.29 gms., potassium iodide 4.467 
gms. per 100 cc. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38363, Q-1015. Sample of Tr. Iodine manufactured and sold at 
the Tubbs Pharmacy, Chesaning. Iodine 6.09 gms. per 100 cc. Low in 
iodine. 

No. 38417, Z-1017. Sample of Tincture Iodine manufactured and sold 
by J. H. Vandecar, North Branch. Potassium iodide 2.244 gms. per 100 
mils. Low in potassium iodide. 

No. 38513, Z-789. Sample of Tincture Iodine manufactured and sold 
by Chas. E. Bird, Saugatuck. Iodine 2.68 gms., potassium iodide 2.78 
gms. per 100 mils. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38515, Z-791. Sample of Tincture Iodine manufactured and sold 
by Frank J. Maus, Kalamazoo. Iodine 5.46 gms., potassium iodide 3.922 
gms. per 100 mils. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

No. 38542, Z-788. Sample of Tincture Iodine manufactured and sold 
by Wm. Murphy & Co., Harrison. Iodine 1.8 gms., potassium iodide 2.4 
gms. per 100 mils. Low in iodine and potassium iodide. 

TE. NUX VOMICA. 

No. 35302, Q-788. Sample of Tr. Nux Vomica manufactured and sold 
by F. G. Scott, 168 Grand River Ave., Detroit. Adulterated in that it 
falls below the standard under which it was sold. 

No. 38055, Q-924. Sample of Tr. Nux Vomica manufactured and sold 
at Cunninghams, 89 Woodward Ave., Detroit. Strychnine .0338 gms. 
per 100 mils. Low in strychnine. 

^o, 38058, Q-927. Sample of Nux Vomica manufactured and sold 
at L. W. Gitre's Drug Store, 216 Michigan Ave., Detroit. Strychnine 
.0415 gms. per 100 mils. Low in strychnine. 

No. 38070, Q-939. Sample of Tr. Nux Vomica manufactured and sold 
by J. M. Godfrey, 81 18th St., Detroit. Strychnine .0338 gms. per 100 
mils. Low in strychnine. 
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T. T. ACID ARSENOUS. 



No. 35438, Q-803. Sample of T. T. Acid Arsenous 1/50 gr. manu- 
factured by the Norwich l^harmacal Co., Norwich, N. Y. Adulterated in 
that the standard of strength and quality does not conform to the 
standard of strength or quality under which it was sold. Low in ar- 
senous acid. 



NITROGLYCERINE. 



No. 35351, Q-816. Sample of Nitro Glycerine 1/100 gr. manufactured 
by the Toledo l^harmacal Co., Toledo, Ohio, and procured from A. E. A. 
Mummery, Saline. Does not conform to the strength under which it was 
sold. 



ZINC OXIDE OINTMENT. 



No. 35459, Q-824. Sample of zinc oxide ointment U. S. P., manu- 
factured bv the Toledo Pharmacal Co., Toledo. Low in zinc Oxide. 
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Lansing, Mich., July 1, 1916. 

Hon. James W. Helme, Dairy and Food Commissioner, Lansing, Michi- 
gan: 
Dear Sir: — I beg herewith to report on the educational work done in 
the Dairy Division of the Department for the year ending June 30, 1916. 

EDITCATIOXAL BUTTER SCORING TESTS. 

The monthly series of these tests has been so arranged as to end on 
January 1st. I am, accordingly, submitting results of these tests for 
the annual period ending January 1, 1916, and for the semi-annual 
period ending June 30, 1916. For the semi-annual period only the 
months of January, February, April, May and Jime were used in mak- 
ing up the report. The March entries were not included due to the 
fire in the department oflSce and laboratories which made it impossible 
to get results for this month, hence the omission. 

A total of 503 samples were received for the annual period ending 
January 1, 1916, and 202 samples for the semi-annual period ending 
June 30, 1916, exclusive of tlie 48 entries received for the March test 
not included in the results. 

I am submitting the rules governing the work so that it may be more 
easily understood as to how the ratings in the several columns or di- 
visions are obtained. Attention is directed to the significance of the 
fact that the three names receiving the highest average rating over all 
are creameries that have been licensed by the Department to use the 
Michigan Brand or Trademark in connection with the manufacture and 
marketing of their butter. This fact not only indicates the care with 
which these creameries were selected but has an additional significance 
which I believe has been largely overlooked in invoicing the numerous 
advantages that may be obtained by Michigan creameries through the 
operation of the State Trademark for Michigan butter. The Division's 
observations clearly establish the fact that butter makers operating 
creameries which have been licensed by the Department to use the State 
Trademark are spurred to greater efforts in the details of creamer^'' 
butter manufacture, which fact alone no doubt is of considerable ad- 
vantage financially to these creameries. The conclusion is made possible 
through the comprehensive and efficient rating system in connection with 
these monthlv butter making tests conducted bv this Division. 

STATE BUTTER BRAND. 

The Division is pushing the new^ State Butter Brand or Trademark 
with all possible energy, being confident that it offers a concrete founda- 
tion on which to build for the improvement of creamery butter condi- 
tions in the state. The rules, regulations and specifications governing 
this work were made effective bv the State Brand Butter Commission, 

V 7 
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January 1, 1916. Since that time the following creameries have been 
licensed by this Department to use the Brand in connection with the 
manufacture and marketing of their butter: Utica Cooperative Cream- 
ery Co., Utica; Alto Co-Operative & Co-Partnership Creamerj' Associa- 
tion, Ltd., Alto; Parma Butter Co., Parma; Farmers Co-Operative 
Creamery Co., Nashville; Salem Creamery (Jesse Norgaard, proprietor), 
Bumips Corners; Caledonia Co-Operative Co-Partnership Creamery As- 
sociation, Ltd., Caledonia ; Farmers Co-Operative Creamery Co., Conklin. 

Seventeen applications to use the Brand on file in this Division have 
as yet not been definitely acted upon. Indications are that creameries 
in the state are generally cognizant of the value the Brand would be 
to them and numerous other creameries in the state which liave as vet 
not made formal application are making arrangements as fast as pos- 
sible to qualify for the use of the Brand. 

Under the present system of marketing creamery butter, the con- 
sumer has no means of differentiating between butter made from good, 
fresh, sanitary, raw material made in clean factories from that not 
made under such conditions. Indications are that consumers are going 
to demand in the near future to know more about the conditions under 
which the butter is being made and the quality of the raw material go- 
ing into its manufacture. Thus it would seem that creameries qualify- 
ing for the use of the State Brand will have a distinct advantage in the 
marketing of their product. It is ajiparent that as soon as a sufficient 
quantity of State Brand butter appears on the market, thus giving the 
consumer an opportunity to distinguish between State Brand butter 
and that w^hich does not bear the State's label, the retailer will be obliged 
to carry in stock butter containing the State's Trademark. From the 
standpoint of improving the raw material received at the creameries, 
an opportunity is presented to point out to the producer the money value 
of the Brand to him providing he is willing to furnish a grade of milk 
or cream that will be permissible in the manufacture of butter carrj'- 
ing the State label. 

The Department's activity in connection with this work may be 
likened to the present national preparedness policy, in a commercial 
sense, as it is now quite generally agreed that especially the smaller 
creameries are totally unprepared to meet any sort of aggression design- 
ed to get control of the butter markets. This condition is already ap- 
parent but in order to perfect a better marketing system of our Michi- 
gan butter under the State Trademark, it is imperative that butter be 
uniform. In order to have uniformity in butter made at different plants, 
some connection must be established between these small plants located 
in a certain unit of territory. 

FEDERATING COOPERATIVE CREAMERIES. 

For the purpose of demonstrating the practicability of federating co- 
operative organizations, the Division has fathered the federating of a 
group of creameries tributai^^ to Grand Rapids. The organization is 
composed of eighteen co-operative plants which collectively provide a 
revenue of approximately ^4,000.00 annually by a uniform tax of one 
mill for each pound of butter made at the several creameries belonging 
to the organization. The object of this federated group of creameries 
as stated in its articles of association is, to establish a main or general 
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office with a secretary and general manager, in charge and through said 
office or Department improve the general operating and business effi- 
ciency of its members and the finished product of its factories. The or- 
ganization has now been in actual operation for several months and the 
benefits are rapidly becoming apparent and I feel safe in saying that the 
undertaking has passed out of the experimental stage and it may now 
be pronounced a success from every standpoint. There are, of course, 
objections to the princii)le of this movement on the part of the co- 
operative organizations from some quarters but a little reflection should 
convince anyone of its ultimate necessity in order to make co-operation 
directly effective and beneficial to both producer and consumer. 

The Division is considering fostering organizations such as mentioned 
above in other sections of the state. The several units thus organized 
mav then eventuallv be federated into a state- wide organization. 

COOPERATIVE CREAMERIES. 

The Dei)artment continues to receive frequent requests for assistance 
in organizing farmers' co-operative creameries, all of which are prompt- 
ly complied with. In fact, we are encouraging the organization of co- 
operative creameries in all communities in the state where local condi- 
tions warrant. The Department feels justified in encouraging this form 
of creamery operation, principall}^ due to the fact that a survey con- 
ducted by this Division reveals that producers marketing their milk and 
cream through their own co-operative creamery receive on an average 
approximately five cents a pound more for their butter fat, and it is 
this fact that should make this form of operating creameries staple, 
especially in view of the fact that in many localities producers of milk 
and cream are not receiving enough for their product to cover the cost 
of production. 

Respectfully submitted, 

H. D. WENDT, 
In Charge Dairy Division. 
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BUTTER S(^ORIN(J lU'LES. 

1. Exliibitoi's are required to submit with each eutry a report on 
blanks furnished by this department containing details of manufacture 
as well as the result of the exhibitor's own score and analysis for com- 
position. Failure to submit this report bars the exhibitor from partici- 
pating in any awards and the entry will receive a com])limentary score 
only. Each exhibitor will receive credit for the completeness and ac- 
curacy of the report. For details note paragra])h 7. 

DIVISIONS AND AWARDS. 

2. In awarding diplomas exhibitors must receive an average score 
of 92 points out of a i)ossible 100 in the following divisions: 

Division 1. 

3. This Division embodies the commercial score based on the fol- 
lowing standard: Flavor 45, Body 25, Color 15, Salt 10, l^ackage 5. 

Division 2. 

4. In this Division the exhibitor scores his own entry according 
to the same standard used by the oflScial judges (note Division 1) and 
for each point or fraction thereof ditferential from the ofUcial score 
multiplied by three and the results subtracted from 100 constitutes the 
exhibitors standing in this division. Note — It is suggested that each 
exhibitor retain a sample of his butter until the date set for scoring 
which will be mentioned in the call before he finallv records his own 
score, in order to have the product of the same age as the entry sub- 
mitted for judgment to the <lepartment scoring. The method report 
containing exhibitor's score and also his own analysis for c()m])osition 
is mailed to the department as soon after the date set for scoring as 
l»ossible. 

Division 3. 

5. In this Division the exhibitor is given credit for the accuracy of 
his own analysis for composition. 

The same rule in arriving at the score in this division api)lies as in 
Division 2, i. e., that each point or fraction thereof differential from the 
analysis as made by the department multiplied by three and subtracted 
from 100 constitutes the exhibitor's score in this division. Each ex- 
hibitor reporting results of analysis for moisture and salt will have 
the accuracy of his analysis based on the theory that the analysis was 
completed, meaning that the department will consider the curd one 
per cent and the balance fat. Failure to report result of moisture test 
will carry a penalty of ten points on the score. Failure to report re- 
sult of sale test will carry five points penalty. 
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Division 4. 

6. This Division embodies the composition score based on the restdts 
of the official analysis for composition on the following standard : 

Fat : 81% , 

Water 15% 

Salt 3% 

Curd 1% 

Total 100% 

For each point or fraction thereof differential from the analysis as 
made by the department, multiplied by two and deducted from 100 con- 
stitutes the exhibitor's score in this division. Provided, That in case 
where the legal water limit of 16% is exceeded or the sample falls be- 
low the legal limit in this state of 80% fat, a penalty of five points for 
each wUl be applied. 

Division 5. 

7. This Division embodies the exhibitor's method report. Each ex- 
hibitor will receive credit for the accuracy and completeness of his 
method report on the following basis : 

WEIGHT. 

1. Accuracy 50 

2. Completeness 50 

Total 100 

First Subject — ^Accuracy. 

This embodies the accuracy of exhibitor's report on the amount of fat 
churned and the butter made, and the amount of loss in manufacture 
based and computed on the amount of fat received and butter made, and 
the resultant overrun and the overrun as based on the official analysis 
for composition. 

Second Subject — Completeness. 

This embodies the completeness of the report as to questions asked 
and answered. 

Note: Failure to submit method report bars the exhibitor from 
participating in any division except Division 1, but the score in that 
division will be complimentary only. 

List of co-operative creameries organized under the Department's 
supervision, for the biennial period ending June 30, 1916 : 

Reese Co-Operative Butter & Cheese Co., Beese, Mich. 
Columbiaville Co-Operative Creamery Co., Columbiaville, Mich. 
Harbor Beach Farmers' Co-Operative Creamery Co., Harbor Beach, 
Mich. 
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St. Louis Co-Operative Creamery Co., St. Louis, Mich. 

Alcona Co-Operative Creamery Co., Lincoln, Mich. 

Coral Co-Operative Creamery Co., Coral, Mich. 

Marion Co-Operative Creamery Co., Marion, Mich. 

Farmers* Co-Operative Creamery Co., Merrill, Mich. 

Claybanks Co-Operative Creamery Co., Montague, Mich. • 

Delton Co-Operative Creamery Co., Delton, Mich. 

Nashville Farmers' Co-operative Creamery Co., Nashville, Mich. 

Linden Co-Operative Creamery Co., Linden, Mich. 

Lansing Co-Operative Dairy Co., Lansing, Mich. 

Constantine Co-Operative Creamery Co., Constantine, Mich. 

Harbor Springs Co-Operative Creamery Co., Harbor Springs, Mich. 

Mulliken Co-Operative Creamery Co., Mulliken, Mich. 

Cedar Springs Co-Operative Creamery Co., Cedar Springs, Mich. 

Elkton Co-Operative Creamery Co., Elkton, Mich. 

Breckenridge Co-Operative Creamery Co., Breckenridge, Mich. 



CONTROLLING THE COMPOSITION OF BUTTER. 

BY H, D. WENDT. 
INTRODUCTION. 

The composition, deductions and summary herewith submitted are 
based onthe result of a detailed study and investigation, extending over 
a period of more than three years in connection with the monthly educa- 
tional butter tests conducted by the Michigan Dairy and Food Depart- 
ment, under the supervision of the writer. This investigation includes 
the results of analysis for composition of approximately 2,000 samples 
of butter and representing as many churnings, of which a complete rec- 
ord was made of the methods and temperatures employed, and the 
methods and influences here cited as affecting the amount or control of 
water in butter are the result of the deductions made from the foregoing 
investigations. 

NORMAL METHODS AND WATER IN BUTTER. 

The questions of what constitutes normal methods in butter-making 
and the normal amount of water in butter are debatable) points and 
quite difficult to determine. The methods of manufacture and the 
amount of water in butter may be considered normal, however, where 
no effort was made to obtain an undue amount of water and where the 
aim is to make only butter of the best quality and texture. The butter 
submitted by the Michigan creameries in the Department's monthly 
tests for scoring and analysis for composition, consisting of approxi- 
mately 2,000 samples, and received from all over the state, show an aver- 
age of approximately 13% water, ranging from 9.2% to 18.7% ; 5% of 
Hie samples showing 10% or less, 76% showing from 13 to 14 per cent, 
And 14% showing 15 per cent or more of water. In most cases where the 
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water went below 11%, the judges objected to the texture as being either 
crumbly or having a leaky body, where the butter showed water content 
of from 13 to 14 per cent, the texture was heavy and waxy (the most 
desirable condition in butter texture). The samples showing in excess of 
15% or 15.5% were in most cases greasy and overworked. 

CONTROL OP WATER IN BUTTER ESSENTIAL. 

The control of water in butter is essential for several reasons. That 
the amount of water in butter be efficiently controlled is desirable from 
the standpoint of profits, and also to protect the quality of the butter. A 
too low amount of water would be unprofitable to the creamery. A too 
high amount will encourage the work of microorganisms and chemical 
activities and thus affect the keeping qualities of the butter, also avoid 
the possibility of exceeding the legal limit. (Federal standard of 1G%). 

INFLUENCES THAT AFFECT THE AMOUNT OP WATER IN BUTTER. 

No point in connection with the manufacture of creamery butter in 
recent years has received any more attention by the creameries and but- 
termakers than the question of controlling the amount of water in but- 
ter, within close limits. Quite an array of influences may be cited that 
have some minor bearing on the question under discussion; most of 
these, however, are merely links in the chain and more or less unstable 
in their influence on the main and connecting link. 

RAW CREAM VS. PASTEURIZED. 

In considering the influence or effect of pasteurization on the water 
content of butter, it is essential to note the method and temperatures 
employed, two systems being in vogue. The continuous or flash system 
is where the cream passes through a machine in a continuous flow and is 
subjected to the pasteurizing temperature for only a brief period (ap- 
proximately one minute). The other, which is the so-called intermittent 
system, where the cream is brought to the pasteurization temperature in 
a vat equipped with an agitating device, and the temperature main- 
tained constant, for approximately twenty minutes, before cooling. In 
order to obtain the same degree of efficiency between the two systems, it 
is necessary to raise the temperature to approximately 175° F. with the 
former and 145° F. with the latter, and hold twenty minutes. In both 
cases, the cooling to ripening or churning temperature should be effected 
as quickly as possible. The only difference noted is that pasteurized 
cream butter requires a somewhat lower churning temperature than raw 
cream butter; otherwise no other practical influence was found as af- 
fecting the amount or control of water in butter. 

SWEET CREAM VS. RIPENED. 

In the study of the effect of acidity in cream on the water content of 
butter, it was found that sweet cream requires a somewhat lower churn- 
ing temperature, as the texture is somewhat heavier and will stand more 
working than acid cream butter. 
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SALTED VS. UNSALTED BUTTER. 

Ill the samples of butter received in the Michigan scoring contests, the 
unsalted butter showed a uniformly higher water content than salted 
butter; this was found to be due to the tendency of salt to expel the 
water and also because unsalted butter has a closer grain and will take 
up water much more readily if worked in the presence of water. 

THIN vs. HEAVY CREAM. 

The per cent of fat in the cream at churning time, if varied between 
25% and 35% and churned at the same temperature, the heavier cream 
will have a tendency to carry more water into the butter than the thin 
cream, due to the heavy cream butter matting and holding the water, so 
that it is more available during the working process. In the case of the 
thinner cream, the butter gathers in round shot-like granules, and has a 
tendency to release the water during the working process. 

TEMPERATURES. 

The question of temperatures is the main and connecting link in the 
chain of influences affecting the amount of water in butter, and the real 
fundamental principle. Information collected from sources hereto- 
fore mentioned indicate that there is little uniformitv in the methods 
employed in controlling the water in butter, especially among the 
smaller creameries, and the temperatures and methods employed by a 
large number of butter-makers are not conducive to uniform water con- 
tent or to the best texture or body. 

CHURNING TEMPERATURE. 

No set temperature can be given, as this is subject to many conditions, 
such as the season of the year, time held at churning temperature before 
churning, temperature of room at churning time, and the character of 
feed consumed by the cows, and their lactation period. The changes 
brought about in the composition of butter or milk fat are due to the 
kind and character of the feed consumed by the cows, the hardness of 
the butter fat in the fall and winter, and is due to the presence of an in- 
creased amount of the fats with a high melting-point (stearin, palmitin, 
and myristin) and the softness of the butter fat during the spring and 
summer, is due to the presence of the fat in greater proportion with a 
low melting point (olein). 

The period of lactation of the cows also affects the melting point of 
butter fat. Fresh cows yield milk, with a larger proportion of the soft 
fats, during the first part of the lactation period than they do later on 
in the lactation period; for these and other reasons churning tempera- 
ture must be so regulated as to get a uniform firmness of the butter when 
churning is completed the year around. 

WASH WATER TEMPERATURE. 

The temperature of the wash water should be as nearly the same as 
the temperature of the buttermilk when drawn as possible. Many 
creameries in their desire to obtain an abnormal amount of water in 
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butter, wash the butter in water from 2° to 10° F. warmer than the 
buttermilk and continue the washing of the butter in this water from 5 
to 10 revolutions of the chura. With this method of incorporating water 
into butter, the amount of water will vary considerably and is not con- 
ducive to proper control. 

SALTING THE BUTTER. 

The methods of salting butter in vogue in most creameries is con- 
ducive to neither uniform salt or water content, due to a general prac- 
tice of guessing at the amount of salt, usually due to the fact that the 
amount of fat in each churning is not determined before hand. Proper 
control of water is not possible unless the amount of fat in each churn- 
ing is known so as to enable the buttermaker to adjust conditions ac- 
cordingly; if it is necessary to correct the salt after the working has 
been partially completed usually control of water is lost. 

WORKING THE BUTTER. 

Working of the butter is the final step in water control and if the 
butter is of the proper temperature and firmness, the amount of water 
the. butter will contain when completed is under the control of the 
buttermaker and may be placed anywhere between 12.5% and the limit 
(less than 16%.) Here again it is essential for the buttermaker to 
know the amount of fat in the churning in order to enable him to ac- 
curately gauge the amount of water present in the chum during the 
working process, as with a small churning less water should be present 
in the churn than in the case of a larger churning. 

CONCLUSION. 

In submitting this material, the writer avoided going into much 
detail in discussing the influences affecting the control of water in but- 
ter because of the fact that from a practical point of view, the main 
points and those under the control of every buttermaker may be briefly 
summed up in the following summary. 

SUMMARY. 

1. In all cases, the cream should be churned at a temperature that 
will assure a firm texture and body and thus having the butter in con- 
dition where it will stand the maximum amount of working without 
injuring the body or texture of the butter. 

2. Churning should be continued until the butter has gathered to 
approximately the size of wheat kernels. 

3. Butter should be washed at approximately the same temperature 
as the buttermilk. Except in winter and in a cold churning room, the 
water for washing should be about 2° F. warmer than the buttermilk, 
and in very warm weather, the wash water may be a few degrees colder, 
but extreme variations between the churning and wash water tempera- 
ture should be avoided. 

4. About the same amount of wash water should be used as there 
was buttermilk and the chum revolved five or six times with the butter 
in the wash water. 
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5. In draining the churn, great care should be exercised so as to 
have it uniform from day to day, and in proportion to the amount of 
butter in the chum. 

6. With the butter in firm condition at the time of working, almost 
any desired amount of water may be incorporated in the butter up to 
the limit of 16%, or as low as 13% at any season of the year, and 
controlled within at least one per cent by a careful operator. The 
water may be reduced by draining the water from the churn during the 
working if a low per cent of water is desired. After a certain amount 
of working, the butter will refuse to give up any more water and at 
this period, water will be incorporated if present in the churn. Regard- 
less of the amount of water desired, the butter should always be in a 
firm condition for working and the working continued as far as possible 
without overworking. 

7. If cream is churned too warm, the finished product will be fre- 
quently in a leaky condition principally due to the fact that butter in 
that condition will not permit of as much working and the water thus 
not be incorporated as it should. The water should be present in butter 
in exceedingly minute drops or particles or the butter will leak and a 
shrinkage result. 

8. In order to control the water in butter, the operator should keep 
a daily record of the water content of his butter so that changed con- 
ditions arising may at once be taken into consideration and adjusted. 

List of exhibitors receiving the ten highest average ratings on their 
work for the year ending January 1, 1916, having made ten or more, and 
eight or more entries respectively: 

TEN ENTRY CLASS. 



J. L. Bosworth. . . 
H. C. Jochumsen. . 
Floyd Hendershott 

J. A. Sawyer 

C. N. Hubbard . . . 

Chas. Bosch 

H.J. Vickere 

Jesse W. Cobb.... 
Frank Martin .... 
G. C. Whitney.... 



Litchfield 

Bark River. . . 

Parma 

Sand Lake 

Middleville... 

Hiidsonville . . 

Cass City 

Lawrence 

Devereaux 

North Branch 



Rating. 



I 



95.81 
95.18 
94.71 
94.47 
94.23 

94.01 
93.99 
93.79 
93.44 
93.35 



EIGHT ENTRY CLASS. 



R. G. Walker... 
F. C. Palmer . . . 
H. T. Chandler. 
John McDonald 
H. F. Pickens . . 

E. F. Brown . . . 

L. E. Seelye 

Melvin Wilkins. 

Otto Klee 

Julius Dykstra.. 



Dowagiac. . . 

Sparta 

Holland 

Hemlock. . . . 
Lowell, R. 46 

Remus 

Hopkins 

Goodrich .... 

Fowler 

Zeeland 



Rating. 



95.19 
94.63 
94.59 
94.45 
94.43 

94.04 
93.97 
93.81 
98.72 
93.53 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 



77 



List of exhibitors to whom Department diplomas were issued, based 
on their ratings received in the several divisions given below, for the 
year ending January 1, 1916. 

Column 1 indicates method report; 2, commercial score; 3, judgment- 
ship ; 4, accuracy of exhibitor's analysis for composition ; 5, composition ; 
G, average. 

TWELVE ENTRY CLASS. 







1. 


2. 


3. 


4. 


6. 


6. 


Frank Martin 

T. J. Arens 


Devereaux 

Iron Mountain 

Lawrence 


94.16 
93.42 
93.38 
94.04 
94.57 
95.16 


90.66 
91.08 
92.34 
92.10 
91.76 
91.43 


95.04 

96 

96.65 

96.50 

96.80 

96.56 


91.58' 

89.08 

92.13 

94.13 

93.75 

94.21 


95.74 
94.27 
94.28 
94.35 
96.67 
95 


93.44 
92.77 


Jesse W. Cobb 


93.79 


C. N. Hubbard 

Floyd Hendershott.. . . 
J. A. Sawyer 


Mlddleville 

Parma 


94.23 
94.71 


Sand Lake 


94.47 







ELEVEN ENTRY CLASS. 



C. F. Hendrick 
J. L. Dosworth 

C. N. Whitney 

D. P. Barton . . 



Caro 

Litchfield 

North Branch 
Saranac 



94.81 


91 


.22 


94 


55 


90 


.84 


94 


.06 


95.72 


92 


.90 


98 


02 


95 


50 


96 


.91 


94.63 


91 


.61 


94 


16 


92 


.58 


93 


.76 


94.63 


90 


.88 


95 


72 


91 


18 


92 


32 



93.10 
95.81 
93.35 
92.94 



TEN ENTRY CLASS. 



H. C. Jochumsen 
H. J. Vickers. . . 
Chas. Bosch .... 



Bark River . . . . 

Cass City 

Hudsonville, R. 



95.90 


91.62 


96.57 


95.02 


96.82 


96.10 


92.05 


97.15 


91.42 


94.25 


92.5 


92.92 


96.45 


93.6 


94.6 



95.18 
93.99 
94.01 



NINE ENTRY CLASS. 



Otto Klee 

Melvin WUkins 
H. T. Chandler 
Geo. Gormsen . . 
A. McCormick. 

E. F. Brown. . . 

F. C. Palmer... 



Fowler. . . 
Goodrich . 
Holland . . 
Mayville. 
Northport 
Remus. . . 
Sparta . . . 



95.33 


91.63 


94.02 


93.39 


94.26 


94.11 


91.08 


95.41 


92.57 


95.86 


93.77 


92.19 


96.77 


95.21 


96 


95.33 


91.19 


96.33 


90.97 


89.92 


94.77 


91.22 


96.83 


93.99 


94.79 


92 


92.16 


96 


91.77 


96.07 


95 


91.75 


97.66 


93.09 


95.67 



EIGHT ENTRY CLASS. 



R. A. Lanrdon.. 
R. G. Walker. .. 
L. E. Sedve. . . . 
John McDonald 
H. F. Pickens.. . 
Julius Dykstra. 



Amble. . . 
Dowagiac 
Hopkins . . 
Hemlock . 
Mosely.. . 
Zeeland . . 



94.76 


91.87 


96.43 


89.61 


92.18 


95.25 


91.61 


96.37 


96.91 


96.70 


94.6 


92.12 


96.66 


95.13 


93.97 


95.6 


91 . 16 


95.63 


94.46 


96.66 


96.37 


91.62 


97.37 


93.34 


94.15 


94.5 


91.72 


96.37 


90.93 


93.76 



93.72 
93.81 
94.69 
92.51 
94.12 
94.04 
94.63 



92.97 
95.19 
93.97 
94.46 
94.43 
93.53 



SIX ENTRY CLASS. 



L. C. Miller. . 
C. J. Lazenby 
M. C. Nielson 



Colon . . . 
Conklin . 
MuUiken 



92.33 


92 


93 


91.23 


91.93 


92.83 


90.47 


93.41 


90.33 


93.56 


95.17 


91.29 


95.12 


90.73 


94.9 



92.3 

92.12 

93.44 






STATE OF MICHIGAN. 



Complete list of exhibitors together with their respective ratings under 
the several divisions, for the vear endng Janiiars' 1, 1910. 



TWELVE ENTRY CLASS. 



Frank Martin i Devereaux , 94 . 16 

Beat Bros Iron Mountain I 

Jesse W. Cobb Lawrence 

C. N. Hubbard Middleville 

Floyd Hendershott . . . Parma 

J. A. Sawyer -. . . Sandlake 



94 


16 


90 


66 


93 


.42 


91 


0« 


93 


.38 


92 


34 


94 


.04 


92 


.10 


94 


.o# 


91 


.76 


95 


16 


91 


.43 



3. 


4. 


95.04 


91 .58 


96 


89.08 


96.65 


92.13 


96.5 


94.13 


96.8 


93.75 


96.56 


94.21 



5. 


6. 


95 . 74 


93.44 


94.27 


92.77 


94.28 


93.79 


94.35 


94.23 


96.67 


94.71 


95 


94.47 



ELEVEN ENTRY CLASS. 



C. F. Hendrick 

C. C. Foster Jones 

J. L. Bosworth Litchfield .... 

G. C. Whitney, I North Branch 

D. P. Barton I Saranac 



Caro ! 94.81 



90 45 
95 . 72 
94 63 
94 . 63 



91 
91 
92 
91 
90 



22 

18 

9 

61 

88 



no 



94 
90 

98.02 
94 16 
95.72 



90.84 
89.98 
95.5 
92 . 58 
91.18 



94 06 
94.51 
96.91 
93.76 
92.32 



93.10 
91.22 
95.81 
93.35 
92.94 



TEN ENTRY CLASS. 



H. C. Jochumsen I Bark River 95 .9 

H. J. Vickers C'ass C'ity ' 95 . 1 

Ed Fakkert Holland i 92 



Chas. Bosch 



Hudson ville, U. 3. . ' 92 . 5 



91.62 
92 . 05 
92 . 35 
92.92 



96 


57 


95 


02 


96 


.82 


95 


.18 


97 


15 


91 


.42 


94 


.25 


93 


99 


95 


95 


88 


.08 


87 


.65 1 


91 


20 


96 


45 


93 


.6 


94 


6 ! 


94 


.01 



NINE ENTRY CLASS. 



Otto Klee 

Melvin \V ilk ins. 
H. T. Chandler 
Geo. Gornisen. 
A. McConnick. 

E. F. Brown. . . 

F. C. Palmer. . 



Fowler. . . 
Goodrich. 
Holland . . 
May ville. 
Northport 
Remus. . . 
Sparta . . . 



95 
94 
93 
95 
94 
92 
95 



33 
U 
77 
33 
77 



91 
91 
92 
91 
91 
92 
91 



63 
08 
19 
19 
22 
16 
75 



94.02 
95 4 1 
95 . 77 
95 . 33 
95.83 
96 
97.65 



93.39 
92.57 
95 . 2 1 
90.97 
93.99 
91.77 
93.09 



94 . 25 

95.86 

96 

89.92 

94.79 

96.07 

95.67 



93.72 
93.81 
94.59 
92.51 
94.12 
94.04 
94.63 



EIGHT ENTRY CLASS. 



R. A. Lan^don. 
R. G. Walker.. 

L. E. Seelye 

John McDonald 
H. F. Pickens.. 
Henry Isler. . , . 
Julius Dykslra. 



Amble. . . 
Dowa^iac 
Hopkins. . 
Hemlock . 
Moseley. . 

Ruth 

Zeeland . . 



t o 



94 
95 . 25 
94 . 5 
95 . 5 
95 37 
93 . 25 
94.5 



91.87 
91 .61 
92 . 1 2 
91. 15 
91.62 
91.03 
91 .72 



96.43 



95 



3: 



96 . 65 

95 . 53 
97.37 
91.93 

96 . 37 



89.61 


92.18 


92.97 


96.91 


96.7 


95.19 


95.13 


93.97 


93.97 


94.45 


95.65 


94.45 


93 . 34 


94.15 


94.43 


90 


92.78 


91.87 


90.93 


93.76 


93.53 










SEVEN ENTRY CLASS. 



John Vugtveen 



L. D. Cole. 



New Era 



Blaine 




91.76 
89.65 
89.13 
90.36 
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SIX EXTRY CLASS. 





• 


1. 


2. 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6. 


L. C. Miller 


Colon 


92.33 
92.83 
95.17 
93.83 


92 

90.47 
91.29 
90.87 


93 

93.41 
95.12 
92.12 


91.23 
90.33 
90 . 73 

88.16 


91.93 
03 . 56 
94.9 

88.16 


92.3 


C. J. Lazenby 

M. C. Neilson 


Conkliii : 


92.12 


MulUken 


93.44 


F. C. Renner 


Richville 


90.63 









FIVE ENTRY CLASS. 



John Batten 

A. L. Brown 

Jesse Norgaard 

Harvey Ross 

H.J. Stickley 

Arthur Finkbeiner 
A. C. Wes.ergaard 



Avoca 

Alto. 

Biirnips Corners . . 

Brown City 

ClarksviUe 

LeRoj' 

Mt. Clemens 



92.4 

94.6 

95.6 

95.8 

93 

95.2 

96.2 



90.9 

92.45 

92.6 

90.45 

91.15 

90.2 

91.55 



93.3 

97.7 

97 

95.95 

93.8 

92.8 

96.55 



88.85 
94.22 
91.59 
91.08 
89.36 
88.03 
93 . 22 



93.1 

95.52 

94.16 

91.35 

91.78 

91.26 

91.98 



91.71 

94.89 

94.19 

92.72 

91.79 

91.5 

93.9 



FOUR ENTRY CLASS. 



H. H. Blaine 


Alleean 


94.5 

93 

94.75 

94.5 

90 

92.75 


91.31 

91 

92.72 

91.81 

90.06 

92.68 


93.66 

92.37 

91.62 

94.68 

90 

94.62 


86.32 

89.6 

92.5 

94.25 

90 

93.5 


89.1 

92.2 

91.82 

97.7 

92.4 

96.67 


90 98 


A. Anderson 


Caledonia 

Detroit 


91 63 


Henry Bierhaus 


92.81 


Guy A. Bovee 


Freeport 


94 . 59 


M. J. Curtis 


Laehine 

Eau Claire 


90.49 


Geo. T. Yetter 


94.01 



THREE ENTRY CLASS. 



John P. Miedema, 

F. G. Clark 

Orville Rowley . . . 

Buss Creamery . . , 

R. G. Sorter 

A. N Begemann . 
F. H. Parraeter. . 
A. J. Armstrong. . 
W. H. Helrigel.. . 
E. J. Schwanbeck. 
Earl Tiefenthal . . , 
Wellington Wagar 



Allendale , 93.66 

Cedar Springs 92 

Grand Blanc i 90 

95 

Ironwood i 91 

Manchester 93 .33 

Midland i 93.33 

Morrice 95 

New Baltimore. ... 95.33 

Nashville i 95 

Tltica 93.33 

Vicksburg ' 92 

Gladwin 88.33 



92.33 

91.58 

90.75 

88.33 

88.33 

92.5 

90.66 

89.25 

91.75 

88.66 

94.07 

89.33 

91.25 



92.83 

90.33 

90 

90 

90 

92.7 

92 

91.58 

95 

86.5 

95.61 

92.33 

92.58 



92.86 

91.28 

93.2 

86.3 

90 

91 

93 

92.6 

96.7 

88.8 

87.26 

91.96 

90.9 



7 
1 



95.26 

97 

92.66 

90.2 

92.5 

95 . 5 

94.7 

91.53 

93.26 

90.8 

88.7 

91.26 

92.36 



93.46 

92.44 

91.32 

89.96 

90.33 

93.13 

92.76 

92 

92.41 

90 

91.75 

91.38 

91.08 



TWO ENTRY CLASS. 



E. C. Harrimann 


Blissfield 


Peter VanAllsberg .... 

C. D. Morgan 

Andre>v Winters 


Coopersville . . . 

Gobleville 

Orleans 


Simon Hagedorh 


Saginaw 


B. L. Longfellow 


Saline 


E. E. Smith 


Shultz 


H. J. Shirlev 


St. Louis 


R. K. Cooney 

N . F. Engehart 


Vermontville. . . 
Vassar 








93 

94 

SS 

93 

81 

96 

81 

91, 

91, 

96.95 

95.2 

96 

95 . 5 



65 

3 

24 

6 

6 

1 
1 
47 



93 

91.7 

89.37 

93.37 

89.27 

92.15 

88.19 

92.73 

90.49 

93 . 55 

93.68 

91.25 

91.29 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN. 



ONE ENTRY CLASS. 



Joseph Chevrie 

Andnis & Townsend 



S. R. Mills 



A. D. McCready . 

W. S. Fowle 

Arthur Gingell. . . 
C. W. Pelton . . . . 
Fred Plumhoff . . . 

H. C. Moore 

M. P. Loop 

C. L. Duefl 

W. F. Shaw 

H.J. Stickley... . 

Ralph Snook 

Mitchell Dyk.stra 

H. J. Saas 

Walter Ferrell . . . 



J. Veenstra 



G. M. Mclnally. 

Frank Bettys . . . 
H. T. Reynolds . 
Louis Wenrle . . . 
Iver Iverson . . . . 
Boyer & Snyder. 
J. P. Nielson.... 



Roy Hoy t 

Blue Line Creamery. 

C. Slabbekorn 

M. Jensen 

A. A. Bauer 



Almont 
Bitely.. 



Buchanan 



Bessemer 

Cedar Springs. . 

Climax 

Columbiaville . . 

Monta£:ue 

Durand 

Detroit 

Elsie 

Flint 

Grant 

Greenville 

Hastings 

Highland Park. 
HiUman 



Hickory Corners. 



Imlay City 



Lakeview 

Lennon 

Marshall .... 
Marlette. . . . 
New Lotbrop 
Pigeon 



OttaE. Wells Standish 



Schoolcraft. . 
White Cloud. 
Webberville . 
Whittemore. 
Westphalia. . 



1. 



94 
90 
90 
92 
90 
94 
95 
96 
90 
95 
95 
95 
94 
95 
92 
90 
93 
90 
95 
95 
90 
96 
93 
94 
93 
95 
90 
94 
95 
95 
92 
96 
95 
95 
90 
93 
90 
95 
95 
95 
90 



81 

90.5 

92.5 

92 

91 

88.5 

92.75 

89.5 

92 

91 

91.5 

92 

92.5 

92 

93.25 

90 

90.6 

91 

91.5 

92.75 

93.25 

89.5 

87.6 

89 

90.5 

88.5 

90.75 

93 

90 

90.5 

85 

91 

89.5 

87 

89.5 

91.5 

89 

90.5 

92.75 

91.5 

89.5 



3. 



83.5 
90 
90 
88 
90 
92.5 
99.6 
94 
90 
97 

98.5 
90 
90 
94 

94.75 
88 
90 
100 
95.5 
91.75 
76.75 
92.5 
80.5 
90 
90 
93.5 
90 
97 
96 
89.5 
90 
97 

96.5 
91 

93.6 
89.5 
90 
96.6 
87.25 
98.6 
90 



4. 



79.3 

90 

90 

85.9 

90 

86.5 

99.8 

89.3 

90 

93.8 

97.9 

90 

90 

92.2 

91.3 

92.7 

85.75 

91.7 

85 

93 

86, 

87, 

90 

90 

90 

79.3 

90 

92.8 

95 

96.8 

90 

93 

78.1 

86 

86.9 

89 

90 

97 

97 

82.56 

90 



5. 



,6 
.4 
.4 



95.2 

93.2 

93.8 

88.2 

91 

86.8 

93.6 

93.2 

97.6 

89.2 

97.6 

94 

94.8 

89.4 

93.8 

91.6 

91 

99 

95 

93 

93 

89 

94.2 

84 

87.2 

88.1 

91.4 

91.2 

96 

89.8 

94.6 

97.6 

89.6 

86 

97.2 

96.2 

99.9 

98.6 

96.6 

89.7 

94.8 



6. 



86.6 

90.74 

91.26 

89.22 

90.4 

89.66 



96 
92 



1 
4 



91.92 
93.2 



96 
92 



1 
2 



92.36 

92.52 

92.02 

90.46 

90.05 

94.34 

92.4 

93.10 

87.9 

90.88 

89.12 

89.4 

90.14 

86.88 

90.43 

93.6 

94.2 

92.12 

90.32 

94.92 

89.54 

89 

89.42 

91.64 

91.78 

95.32 

93.62 

91.46 

90.86 



List of exhibitors receiving an average of 90% or over, participating 
in the educational butter making tests conducted by this Department, 
together with Iheir. respective ratings in the several divisions for the 
semi-annual period ending July 1, 1916. 



FIVE ENTRY CLASS. 



Jesse Norgaard 

Floyd Hendershott. 

W. H. Helrigel 

F. D. Martin 

John McDonald . . . . 
H. T. Chandler. . . . 

C. N. Hubbard 

T. J. Arens 

M. C. Neilsen 

C. C. Foster 

Harvey Ross 



Burnips Corners . 

Parma 

Nashville 

Devereaux 

Hemlock 

Holland, R. 2. . . 

Middleville 

Iron Mountain. . 

MuUiken 

Jones 

Brown City 



92.2 


99.1 


95.2 


96.2 


94.8 


91.46 


96.46 


96.6 


98.13 


94.83 


92.3 


97.65 


93.52 


96.68 


94.2 


91.66 


97.46 


92.45 


96.6 


95.4 


91 


95.3 


94.46 


97.12 


94.2 


92.8 


99.1 


94.64 


94 


92 


91.66 


94.85 


94.58 


95.68 


94 


91.26 


97.15 


91.76 


96 


93 


91.45 


95.1 


88.36 


95.4 


92.8 


91.16 


96.8 


90.24 


93.68 


91.4 


89.8 


95.2 


86.74 


90.76 


94.6 



95.5 

96.32 

94.86 

94.46 

94.41 

94.4 

94.16 

93.63 

92.66 

92.67 

90.88 
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FOUR ENTRY CLASS. 







1. 


2. 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6. 


R. G. Walker 

Jeflse Phillips 

H. F. Pickens 

H. A. Jochumaen 

C. J. Lazenby 

A. Anderson 


Dowagiac 

Zeeland 

Lowell, R. 46 

Bark River 

Conklln 


91.31 

92.06 

92 

92.25 

91.68 

91.37 

90.43 

91.87 


1 

97.75 95.5 
94.75 I 96.1 
95.25 ' 95.65 
98.5 1 92.5 
94.62 I 91.82 
94.75 ' 92.77 
94.93 1 93.4 
97.75 1 88.75 
93.5 ' 91 4 


97.15 

98.1 

96.3 

93.75 

97.25 

94.75 

92.89 

91.95 

96.1 

92.05 

93.7 

90.65 

94.7 

91.55 

83 

90.2 


95.25 

93.75 

95 

95.76 

93 

93.75 

94.5 

94.25 

91.75 

95.49 

95 

94 

91 

90 

92.6 

91.75 


95.38 
94.95 
94.89 
94.61 
93.62 


Caledonia 

Northport 

Amble 


93.48 


F. C. Palmer 

J. A. Sawyer 


93.25 
92.86 


D. H. Brown 


Freeport 


91.12 
90.87 
90 . 5 
89.31 
92.06 
91.75 
92 . 56 
87.75 


92.72 


R. A. Langdon 

C. F. Hendrick 

Earl Tiefenthal 

Henry Decker 

Walter Roeder 

H. A. Bowman 

Roy Hoyt 


Arable & Lakeview. 

Caro 

Vicksburg 

Vriesland 

Monroe 

Hudsonville, R. 2.. 
Schoolcraft 


93.49 

93.62 

96.44 

90 

90 

94.25 

92 


91.45 

88.75 

89.57 

85.4 

90 

90.15 

90.82 


92.72 
92.31 
91.99 
90.67 
90.66 
90.47 
90.31 







THREE ENTRY CLASS. 



B. Schmitt . . . 
F. A. Smith . . , 
Julius Dykstra 
L. E. Seelye. . 
H. J. Stickley. 
L. D. Cole.... 



Holton 91.83 

Dorr I 92.16 

Hudsonville 91.16 

Hopkins 91.33 

Clarksville i 90.66 

Blaine ' 89.8 

90.58 

, 88.16 



97.5 

98.4 

95.16 

96 

90 

90 

89.25 

87.5 



95.46 

91.96 

94.2 

90.1 

90 

90 

85.3 

82 



98 

91.86 

90.6 

91.66 

94.4 

92.6 

87.46 

89 



94.33 

94.66 

95.33 

95.33 

90 

88.33 

94.33 

93 



96.42 
93.83 
93.29 
92.88 
91.01 
90.15 
89.38 
87.93 



TWO ENTRY CLASS. 



A. L. Brown. . . . 
E. J. Chappel.. . 
R. M. Riley 

E. F. Brown 

Jesse W. Cobb . . 

F. R. Strick 

John Vugteveen. 
A. McCormick. . 
R. K. Cooney... 
H.J. Vickers.. . 
H. J. David 

G. C. Whitney.. 

J. P. Wilson 

Abel Westra 

C. E. Renbarger 
Melvin Wilkins. 
E. C. Harriman. 
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Alto 

Sand Lake. . . . 
Shabbona. . . . 

Remus 

Lawrence 

Byron Center 

New Era 

Northport ... 

Homer 

Cass City 

Westphalia. . 
North Branch 

Pigeon 

Fremont 

Niles 

Goodrich 

Blissfleld 



92.25 

91.62 

89 . 25 

91.5 

91.87 

90.75 

90.5 

90 

88.25 

91.5 

91.5 

90 

91 

90.87 

91.25 

89.75 

90.12 



98.5 

95.12 

92.75 

97.75 

92.87 

94.75 

97.75 

94.75 

91.75 

98.5 

98.5 

92 

92.5 

90 

95.5 

93,25 

92 



95.2 
94.6 
91.25 
,8 



15 



91 

93 

93 

94.9 

91.6 

94.9 

89.35 

86.55 

93.35 

89.8 

93.8 

87.7 

84.4 

82.6 




95.33 

94.87 

94.25 

94.11 

93.88 

93.75 

93.49 

93.03 

92.7 

92.56 

92.55 

92.23 

92.14 

91.59 

91.33 

90.22 

90.02 
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STATE OP MICHIGAN. 



ONE ENTRY CLASS. 







1. 


2. 


3. 


4. 


5. 


6. 


J. L. Bosworth 


Litchfield 


93 

93.5 

90.75 

93 

90 

92 

92.5 

90 

91 

91.5 

91 

91 

91.5 

90 

87.5 

90.75 

92 

87 

89 

86 

88 

91 

86 

86.5 

64 


100. 
98.5 
95.26 
91 

98.5 
95.5 
98.5 
94 
97 

95.5 
94 
90 
95.5 
90 
92.5 
90 
90 
90 
86.5 
79 
76 
91 
90 
89.5 
90 


98.8 

94.6 

99.6 

93.4 

90.4 

93.1 

89.8 

92.8 

91.6 

91.6 

86.2 

91 

84.7 

90 

85.6 

86.2 

90 

90 

87.4 

92.8 

92.8 

76.6 

77.5 

79.6 

90 


99.8 
99.8 
95.6 
99.4 
97.8 
93.4 
89.2 
94.8 
93.6 
87.8 
99.8 
96.8 
89.8 
92.8 
90.2 
92.2 
87.6 
90.4 
76.8 
83.8 
85.4 
82.4 
82.8 
92.4 
74.4 


96 
92 
93 
97 
95 
95 
95 
95 
93 
92 
93 
93 
95 
91 
95 
91 
90 
90 
95 
95 
94 
95 
94 
96 
90 


97.52 


C. J. Wilson 


Hudsonville 

Bitely 


95 68 


F. E. Townsend 


94.84 


F. G. Mergenthaler. . . 


Litchfield 


94.76 


D. P. Barton 


Saranac 


94.34 


Geo. T. Yetter 

H. H. Blaine 


Eau Claire 

Allegan 


93.8 
93 4 


A. A. Vannette 


Reeman 


93.32 


Fred Wilson 


Ravenna 


93 24 


Chas. Bosch 


Hudsonville, R. 4.. 

Coopersville 

Sanduskv 

Marshall 


92 8 


P. Van Allsberg 

E. J. Rilev 


92.8 
92 36 


Louis Weirle 


91.3 


Henry Isler 


Ruth 


90.76 


Arthur Finkbeiner 


LeRoy 


90.16 


Elmer Mote 


S. Rockwood 


90 03 


« 


89.72 

89.48 

87.4 

87.32 

87.24 

87.2 

86.06 

84.8 

81.64 
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MEETING STATE BRAND BUTTER COMMISSION. 
Created by Act No. 53, P. A. 1915. 

Ann Arbor, Michigan, December 15, 1915. 

MINUTES. * 

Pursnant to a call for a meeting of the members of the State Brand 
Butter Commission created by Act No. 53, P. A. 1915, the said commis- 
sion consisting of the following members: 

James W. Helme, Adrian; 

Frank H. Vandenboom, IVIarqiiette; 

Herman D. Wendt, Lansing, 

and constituting the said commission by virtue of their respective oflSces 
as State Dairy and Food Commissioner, President of the State Dairy- 
men's Association, and President of the State Buttermakers' Associa- 
tion, and as provided for in the above named act, met at Ann Arbor in 
Hill Auditorium at two o'clock in the afternoon on December 15th, 
1915. 

The organization of the Commission resulted as follows: 

James W. Helme, President; 

Frank H. Vandenboom, Vice-President; 

Herman D. Wendt, Secretaiy. 

The following rules, regulations and specifications were read, con- 
sidered and adopted by unanimous consent, and in conformity with the 
statute heretofore mentioned directing and empowering said commission 
to adopt and promulgate such rules, regulations and specifications. 

H. D. WENDT, 

Secretary. 

Section 1. Applicatioiis, Any person, firm or corporation desiring to 
use the brand or label provided for in the above named act, in the manu- 
facture or sale of butter, sliall make written application on blanks to be 
furnished by the Dairy and Food Department, for a license therefor to 
the Dairy and Food Commissioner at Lansing, which a])plication shall 
describe by location and name the creamery or factory in which butter 
is to be manufactured, and give such other information as may be re- 
quired. A license shall be granted to such person, firm or corporation 
to use such brand or label at the factory described in the application, 
if on investigation by the Dairy and Food Commissioner, his deputy or 
duly authorized assistants, it appears that all the provisions of Act 53, P. 
A. 1915, and the rules, regulations and specifications of the Commission 
have been complicnl with. Such license so granted may be revoked by 
the said Commissioner if any of the provisions of the above named act, 
or of the rules, regulations and s])ecifications of the Commission have 
not been complied with. Such license so granted shall not be trans- 
ferable. 
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Sec. 2. Labels, As provided in Section 4 of the above nanie<l act, the 
Dairy and Food Commissioner will furnish to those entitle<l to the use 
of the brand or lal)el such labels or stamps or other means of imprinting 
such trade-mark or brand upon the manufactured product or the re- 
ceptacles containing the same. 

Sec. 3. Samples. Any person, firm or corporation to whom the use of 
the brand or trademark has been granted shall whenever called upon 
submit a sample or samples of the butter manufactured by any such per- 
son, firm or corporation for scoring, grading or examination to tlie Dairy 
and Food Department. 

Sec. 4. Lieense. The license referred to in the first section of these 
rules, regulations and specifications will be and is issued on the express 
condition that the person, firm or corporation to whom such license has 
been granted shall comply with the following: 

a. Sanitation. Maintain proper and satisfactory sanitary conditions 
in the plant in which the butter is made, and proper and satisfactory 
sanitary surroundings. 

b. Raw Material, That no milk or cream be received which is to be 
made, or is made into butter, upon which the Michigan brand or trade- 
mark is to be used, that will not comply with the provisions of Act No. 
222 P. A., 1913, given in full in this report. 

c. Pasteurization. That tlie butter shall be made from milk or cream 
that has been pasteurized at a temperature not less than 1 U)^ F. and 
shall be held at that temperature for twentj^ minutes, or to a tempera- 
ture not less than 170° F. if not held. 

d. Grade of Butter. That the butter shall be of tlie grade of "Com- 
mercial Extra (92-93) score, or higher, for not less than seven t;s-five per 
cent of the scorings on samples collected by the Dairy and Food De- 
partment, and while the butter is fresh. 

"Fresh" butter being here defined as butter less than thirtj^ days old 
from the date made, and providing same has been held at a temperature 
lower than 55° F. after being made. In no instance shall the butter 
score less than 91 points — 100 being perfect — while "Fresh" according 
to the above definition. 

e. Composition. All butter upon which the state trade-mark is to be 
used shall contain not less than eighty per cent fat and shall contain 
less than sixteen per cent water, the butter shall have a uniform salt 
content ranging from not less than two and one-half per cent or more 
than three and one-quarter per cent. 

f. Color. The color shall be of the highest June shade, uniform and 
of the same shade at all seasons. 

g. Adulterants. No preservatives (except pure common butter salt) 
neutralizers or adulterants shall be added to the milk or cream from 
which butter is made and which is to be sold under the Michigan State 
trade-mark. 

h. Creamery Plant Seore. The creameiy or plant in which the butter 
is made shall receive a minimum score of 85 points — 100 being perfect — 
embodying the following: (1) General appearance of premises, (2) 
Floors, (3) Drainage, (4) Refrigeration, (5) Machinery, (6) Water, (7) 
Eaw Material. 

i Reports. Make a monthly report to the Dairy and Food Depart- 
ment on blanks to be furnished by said department, not later than the 
last day of the month following. 
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j. Labeling, Label and mark all receptacles containing butter upon 
which the state trade-mark is to be used in accordance with the special 
instructions that will be issued to every creamery to whom a license has 
been granted with such labels, stamps or other means of imprinting the 
trade-mark, or such other information as may be required by the Dairy 
and Food Department. 

k. Thermostat. Install in connection with all pasteurizing machinery 
a thermostat, or recording thermometer and file all charts for inspec- 
tion, or submit same if requested to the Dairy and Food Department. 

1. To Whom Shipped. Whenever a creamery that has been granted a 
license to use the state trade-mark changes its market or outlet for its 
product it shall promptly advise the Dairy and Food Department of 
such change, and otherwise keep the department fully informed with 
regard to whom their butter is shipped or sold. 

m. Change of Butter Makers. Whenever a change of butter-makers 
is contemplated at any creamery using the Michigan State Butter Brand 
Trade-mark, and before siich change is made, the Dairy and Food De- 
partment shall first be advised. If a change is made without the con- 
sent of the Department, the right to use the brand or trade-mark shall 
and will at once be revoked, until such time as it takes for the new 
butter-maker to demonstrate that he is competent to make the grade 
of butter required under these rules, regulations and specifications. 



INTKODUCTION. 

The so-called State Brand Butter law (Act No. 53, P. A. 1915) passed 
by the last session of the Legislature, provides the consumer with a dis- 
tinguishing mark by which he may know the difference in butter values 
from the standpoint of purity, healthfulness and excellence of quality. 

The design appearing herewith has been adopted by the commission 
created by the above named act as the State Symbol for purity and ex- 
cellence in butter on which the same may appear by permission of the 
State Dairy and Food Department. 

BUTTER DEFINED. 

1. Dairy Butter. Dairy butter is commonly known as butter made 
on the farm from a single herd of cows. The purity and healthfulness of 
farm-made butter depends upon prevailing conditions surrounding the 
production of this class of butter. The quality of farm-made butter 
varies from fine to uneatable. Only a small portion of this class of but- 
ter is marketable and cannot be generally recommended, due to its un- 
certain quality and purity, and while a large portion of American butter 
is still made on the farm, much of it finds its way to the renovating fac- 
tory and is finally sold to the consumer as "renovated'' or "process" 
butter. 

2. Renovated Butter. I'neatable farm or dairy butter is collected by 
the retail merchant and sold to the renovating factories under the term 
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the Federal Dei)artiiieiit of Agriculture and the product is subject to a 
**packing stock." These factories are operated under the su]>ervision of 
stamp tax of one-quarter of a cent a ])ound, and must be labeled, stamped 
or marked as "renovated" or **process" butter. In Michigan it was found 
that frequently the consumer was not advised of the true character of 
the product, and in an effort to protect the public in the matter, the last 
Legislature (1915 session) enacted a law requiring that all packages 
containing "renovated" butter, both wholesale and retail, shall be con- 
spicuously stamped, marked or labeled with the words, "Renovated But- 
ter." 

3. Creamer 1/ Butter, The term "Creamery" is applied to all butter 
made from milk or cream froin two or more dairies but generally cream- 
eries receive their milk and cream from upwards of fifty dairies. Cream- 
ery butter should properly be divided into two distinct classes, that 
which is made under the so-called centralized svstem and that which is 
made under the so-called local svstem. 

(a) The centralized or city creameries receive their supply of cream 
from a large radius of territory and the quality of same is generally in- 
ferior to that received by the local or country creameries, due to the fact 
that cream is not bought according to grade or quality but a straight 
price is paid the producer regardless of quality, which encourages him 
to disregard sanitary measures in the handling and care of the product 
on the fann. It also encourages him to make infrequent deliveries. Add 
to this the conditions surrounding the handling of the product by the 
creamery agents, and those of transportation, and you have cream in 
varying degrees of staleness, fermentation, decomposition and putridity. 
These creameries find it necessary in order to make a salable article to 
neutralize or renovate the cream prior to manufacturing same into but- 
ter. The finished product is then alluringly and deceptively advertised 
as the finest creamery butter made. While it is true that the product 
is generally made from pasteurized cream, meaning that it has been 
heated to 145° F. for twenty minutes in most instances, and perhaps 
not actually injurious to health, the facts are as above stated and the 
reader is allowed to draw his own conclusions as to the puritj^ and 
healthfulness of this grade of butter. 

(b) Local creamery butter is made near the source of butterfat pro- 
duction, which fact enables the local creamery to receive its raw ma- 
terial in much better condition, usually requiring no renovating or neu- 
tralizing as is the case with cream made into butter under the central- 
ized system. Frequently these local or country creameries are operated 
by the producers themselves on a co-operative basis, who realize that the 
success of their organization depends on the quality of the butter they 
manufacture, which depends on the quality of the milk or cream they 
receive or produce. 

4. State Brand Butter. The purpose of the act referred to in the in 
troductory remarks as expressed in its title is to provide for a "State 
Brand for Michigan butter for the purpose of insuring a higher stand- 
ard of excellence and quality and to insure a more healthful product for 
consumption at home and abroad and to regulate the use of such mark 
or brand." This act, which is given in full in another part of this report. 
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creates a commission consisting of three members who are empowered and 
<lirected to issue rules, regulations and specifications, compliance with 
which entitles Michigan creameries to market their product under the 
state trade-mark. The commission's rules, regulations and specifications 
now in force (September 1, 1916) are given in full on pages 83 and 85, 
The principal points of intei-est to the consumer are, however, as fol- 
lows : 

(a) Creameries are granted a license by the State Dairy and Food 
Department to use the state trade-mark or brand in connection with the 
manufacture and marketing of their butter if in the event and after a 
careful inspection of the premises, raw materials and methods of manu- 
facture are found satisfactory from the standpoint of purity and sanita- 
tion. 

(b) Creameries must receive a minimum score of 85 points — 100 be- 
ing perfect — on a score card adopted by the Dairy and Food Depart- 
ment, embodying the following: 



1. 


General appearance of premises. 


2. 


Floors. 


3. 


Drainage. 


4. 


Refrigeration. 


5. 


Machinery. 


6. 


Water. 


7. 


Kaw material. 


8. 


Employes. 



(c) Creameries must maintain proper and satisfactory sanitary con- 
ditions in the plant in which the butter is made and satisfactory sani- 
tary surroundings. 

(d) The milk or cream used in the manufacture of butter permitted 
to carry the state label must comply with the provisions of Act No. 222, 
V. A. 1913. 

(e) Butter must be made from mUk or cream that has been effectively 
pasteurized (heated to 145^ F. and held at that temperature for twenty 
minutes). 

(f) The finished butter must be of the highest commercial grade, 
(92-93 score, or higher) — 100 being perfect. 

(g) Butter must be of a standard composition, containing not less 
than 80% milk fat, and shall contain less than 16% water, and not more 
than 314% nor less than 2y2% salt 

(h) Ko preservatives (except pure common salt), neutralizers or 
adulterants can be added to the milk or cream from which the butter is 
made. 

(i) Creameries are obliged to submit samples of their product to the 
Dairy and Food Department for scoring, and chemical and bacteriologi- 
cal examination. 
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STATEMENT OF MARKETING PROBLEMS. 

According to reliable statistics, creameries in Michigan manufactured 
in 1915 approximately 50,000,000 lbs. of butter, of which amount, ac- 
cording to a careful survey made by the writer, only about 15% grades 
"Extras" (the top grade quoted on the markets). There is an average 
range in the market price between "Extras" and "Seconds" ("Seconds" 
being the lowest grade of creamery butter quoted) of five cents per 
pound. Butterfat going into the manufacture of "Seconds" when drawn 
from the cow is ordinarily of as good quality as that going into the 
manufacture of butter grading "Extras." Lack of proper care prior 
to delivery at the creamery is the cause of the difference in quality, 
amounting to a loss of approximately ?1,625,000 annually, figured on 
the basis of 15% of the butter made in our Michigan creameries grading 
"Extras," 40% grading "Firsts" and the balance, 45%, grading "Sec- 
onds." This loss is practically all borne by the producer, the creamery 
being obliged to pay for the raw material according to the selling value 
of the finished product on the markets. Producers of milk and cream 
generally are cognizant of requirements such as will enable them to 
furnish the creameries with such quality of milk, cream or butterfat 
as will enable them to manufacture butter grading the top grade 
("Extras"). Then, why, as indicated, above does he continue to suffer 
this enormous loss? Certainly the dairy industry with the present high 
cost of production is not in a position to bear this heavy burden. When 
we stop to consider that the facts are, that a very large proportion of 
Michigan dairies, based on even present relatively high prices for dairy 
products, are actually being kept at a loss, we begin to realize the im- 
portance of giving consideration to this subject. 

We find, after making a careful survey of the situation, that the real 
reason why the dairymen fail to respond to pleas for a better grade of 
raw material is because it is not accompanied by any financial induce- 
ment, and so long as creameries pay the same prices regardless of the 
actual quality of the product, so long are we without any right to ex- 
pect any improvement. It would be inconsistent to ask that the farmer 
go to additional expense and inconvenience in producing and furnishing 
the creamery with a better grade of raw material unless he is rewarded 
financially for doing so. Under the co-operative system of operating 
creameries, the producer perhaps receives a more direct result as the 
quality of milk, cream or butterfat he delivers will determine the quality 
of the finished product which, in turn, will determine its selling value 
on the market and which determines the price such an organization is 
able to pay its members. But even grading and paying the producer ac- 
cordingly would not solve the marketing problem. In substantiation of 
this conclusion, the reader is asked to give consideration to the fol- 
lowing : 

ALTO EXPERIMENT. 

(a) At Alto, the Creamery Co. turned their plant over to one of the 
Department's specialists (Mr. C. V. Jones) for a period of thirty days, 
and a careful survey of all the conditions that might affect the quality 
of the butter made, and a complete record kept of the methods of manu- 
facture. The churnings were dated and numbered, and a sample tub re- 
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tained from each churning for scoring for the purpose of comparison 
with the official scoring of the Inspector of the New York Mercantile 
Exchange. The scoring at the receiving end and that of the Department 
was done on approximately the same date. The scoring of the inspector 
of the New York Mercantile Exchange resulted in his placing the but- 
ter in the class of "creamers'^ firsts" (891/^ to 91 inclusive) nith one ex- 
ception of which I tcill speak later. The numerical scoring of the 
samples representing the same chumings by the Department Judges 
ranged from 90 to 92 inclusive. The samples that were scored 92 by 
the Department Judges were also scored 92 unofficially by a well-known 
receiver on the Philadelphia market, W. R. Brice & Co. 

A glance at the above comparison reveals perhaps as accurate work as 
is physically possible. The "exception'' has reference to a shipment con- 
sisting of twenty-one 63-lb. tubs to Armour & Co. in New York. This 
butter was scored by the Inspector of the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change as "Seconds" (85). The samples representing the two churn- 
ings in this lot were scored "Extras" (92) by the Department Judges. 
This somewhat disturbed our equilibrium. We decided, accordingly, 
to submit the butter to further examination bv one who is considered 
to be one of the best butter judges in the United States. We have 
reference to Mr. P. H. Kieffer, President of the firm of Gude Brothers, 
Kieffer Co., New York City. Mr. Kieffer's score was 91 points on this 
same butter. It is necessary to say in this connection that the butter 
was approximately a week older when scored by Mr. Kieffer than when 
scored by the New York Mercantile Exchange, Inspector for Armour & 
Co., or that of the Department's scoring, and it would perhaps be con- 
servative to allow one point for depreciation owing to this fact, which 
would make the scoring of the Department Judges and that of Mr. 
Kieffer the same; but we are desirous of dealing onlj- with the records 
as we have them before us, thus we find an actual difference between 
the scoring done for Armour & Co. and that of Mr. Kieffer's score of 6 
points or — as expressed in grades — a difference between medium "sec- 
onds" and "extra firsts." Expressed in dollars and cents, we find, basing 
our figures on the market quotation on the date the butter reached its 
destination (11-17-15) of 3 cents a pound. With the present (12^50-15) 
distinction between grades, it would amount to approximately G cents a 
pound. 

NASHVILLE EXPERIMENT. 

(b) At Nashville, another experiment was conducted under the super- 
vision of another of the Department's specialists (Mr. C. K. Webb) with 
a view to ascertaining the effect on the quality of the butter by gathering 
the cream in the one case once a week and the other twice a week. The 
scoring of the New York Mercantile Exchange Inspector on this butter 
resulted in placing a score of 87 ("Seconds") on the butter made from 
cream gathered only once a week, and the butter made from the cream 
gathered twice a week, he scored 92 ("Extras"). A division of this but- 
ter was made. The part that was scored by the New York Mercantile 
Exchange Inspector was shipped to the firm of Egbert & Case, New York 
City, and paid for on the basis of 27 cents for the 87-point butter and 35 
cents for the 92-point butter. The other half was shipped to the firm of 
Frederick Lowenfels & Son, New York City, who bought the lot on the 
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basis of -J J: cents. The only deductions in either case being the freight 
charges. The butter shipped to Frederick Lowenfels & Hon was not 
scored by tlie Inspector of the Kew York Mercantile Exchange. Their 
connnents were that they could not distinguish much ditt'erence but con- 
sidered the butter that was oflicially scored by the New York Mercan- 
tile Exchange Inspector as ^*Extras" a little the poorer of the two. 

In the above experiment, we should note that the creamery went to the 
additional expense of approximately 2 cents a pound butterfat in order 
to gather all of tlie cream twice a week and based on the scoring of the 
Inspector of the New York Mercantile Exchange, and the paying for this 
butter by the receiver on that basis of scoring, would indicate that the 
additional expense proved a good investment. Comparing the actual 
dollars and cents received, however, for half of these same churnings 
that was shipped to the firm of Fre<lerick Lowenfels & Son, we find that 
they considered the butter scored 87 by the Inspector of the New York 
Mercantile Exchange better butter than that which he scored 92 and 
paid for the same in accordance with this judgment, namely 34 cents F. 
O. B. New York City, as compared with 27 cents paid for half of this 
same butter by tlie firm of Egbert & Case. 

Volnmes have been written in the last few years along the line of 
quality improvement. Creameries have been ready to adopt new and 
modern methods with a view to obtaining this result. Nearly every edu- 
cational institution and agency have directed their activities at the point 
of manufacture which fact, no doubt, accounts for at least a part of our 
present inadequate sj-stem of marketing, especially local creamery but- 
ter. In other words, we have been content with interesting ourselves 
only in production and manufacturing and have made no effort to or- 
ganize standardizing and marketing machinery or at least provide au- 
thoritative representation at the marketing end so that we might know 
when defects are re])orted in the quality by the receiver whether or not 
such defects actually exist. 

But the diflicultv is in the rather small units in which the local, in- 
dividual and co-operative creameries operate. Individually, they are in 
no position to ])rovide proper marketing machinery or departments, 
neither are they in a position to effectively advertise the product of their 
individual factories, owing to the limited volume of butter they manu- 
facture, all of which makes it appear clearly that it is highly desirable 
to federate these co operative and individual local creameries into larger 
units in order to enable them not only to manufacture butter of a higher 
and more uniform quality but also enable them to market the same 
under a brand or trade-mark. 

FEDERATED CREAMERIES. 

For the purpose of demonstrating the practicability of federating co- 
operative creameries, this Department has fathered the organization of 
a group of creameries in the territory tributary to Grand Rapids. The 
organization is composed of eighteen co-operative creameries which col- 
lectively provide a revenue of approximately ?4,000 annually, by a uni- 
form tax of one mill for each pound of butter made at the several cream- 
eries belonging to the organization. The object of this association, as 
stated in its articles of incorporation is, "To establish a main or general 
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oflSce witli a secretary and general manager in charge and through said 
office or department, improve tlie general operating and business effi- 
ciency of its members and tlie finished product of their factories/' 

This organization has now been in actual operation for several months 
and is rapidly- passing out of the experimental stage. There are, of 
course, objections to the principle of this movement but a little reflection 
should convince anyone of its ultimate necessity in order to make co- 
operation directly effective and beneficial to both producer and con- 
sumer. Practically all of the creameries belonging to the above men- 
tioned organization are hard at work qualifying for the use of the state 
brand or trade-mark. One has a new creamery in course of construc- 
tion. A number of them have been extensively remodeled and judging 
from tlie present rate of progress, practically all will qualify by the first 
of January, 1917. Machinery is now being designed and constructed to 
be utilized in the marketing of this butter manufactured at the several 
plants, collectively under the state trade-mark. 

That the state brand is an incentive is evident from the fact that 
creameries belonging to the organization which were formerly making 
butter grading "Seconds" and "Firsts," are today making butter grad- 
ing "Extras." Efforts to unify the product of the organization both 
from the standpoint of quality and uniformity, so essential in successful 
marketing, are meeting with success. Efficiency in operation is also 
being rapidly improved. The principle of this undertaking is not new. 
A striking example of the value of collective and co-operative marketing 
may be found in the success of the California Fruit Growers Exchange. 

Beginning on page 03, we are submitting articles of association, con- 
stitution and by-laws of the organized group of creameries under discus- 
sion above. 

STATE BRAND BUTTER. 

We are confident that a state butter brand or trade-mark provides a 
concrete foundation on which to build for future improvement of cream- 
ery butter conditions in the state. The rules, regulations and specifi- 
cations governing the brand under discussion were made effective by the 
State Brand Butter Commission January 1, 1916. Since that time, the 
following creameries have been licensed by this Department to use the 
brand in connection with the manufacture and marketing of their butter : 

Utica Co-Operative Creamery Co., Utica. 
Alto Co-Operative-Co-Partnership Creamery Ass'n, Ltd., Alto. 
Parma Butter Co., Parma. 
Farmers Co-Operative Creamery Co., Nashville. 
Salem Creamery (Jesse INorgaard, proprietor), Burnips Corners. 
Caledonia Co-Operative-Co-Partnership Creamery Ass'n, Ltd., Cale- 
donia. 
Farmers Co-Operative Creamery Co., Conklin. 

Seventeen applications for a license to use the brand are now on file 
which have not yet been definitely acted upon. Indications are that 
creameries in the state are generally cognizant of the value of the brand 
and numerous creameries w^hich have not as yet made formal applica- 
tion are making arrangements as fast as possible to qualify. 
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Under the present system of marketing creamery butter, the consumer 
has no means of differentiating between butter made from good, fresh, 
sanitary raw material, made in clean factories from that not made un- 
der such conditions. Indications are that consujners are going to de- 
mand in the near future to know more about the conditions under which 
butter is being made and the quality of the raw material going into its 
manufacture. Thus, it would seem that creameries qualifying for the 
use of the state brand will have a distinct advantage in the marketing 
of their product as it is apparent that as soon as a sufficient quantity of 
the state brand butter appears on the market, thus giving the consumer 
an opportunity to make a distinction, retailers will be obliged to carry 
in stock butter containing the state's trade-mark, due to a demand 
for same on the part of the consumer. From the standpoint of 
improving the raw material received at the creameries, an opportunity 
is presented to point out to the producer the money value of the brand to 
him, providing he is willing to furnish a grade of milk or cream that 
will be permissible in the manufacture of butter carrying the state label. 
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ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 

OF THE 

CO-OrERATIVE ASSOCIATION OF CREAMERIES NO. ONE. 

We, the undersigned, being of full age, and desiring to become incor- 
porated under the provisions of Act No. 171, of the Public Acts of Mich- 
igan for 1903, entitled "An Act for the incorporation of associations not 
for pecuniary profit," do hereby make, execute and adopt the following 
articles of association to- wit: 

Article I. 

The name or title by which said corporation is to be known in law is : 
The Co-Operative Association of Creameries No. One. 

Article II. 

The purpose or purposes for which it is formed are as follows : 
To establish a main or general office with a Secretary and General 
Manager in charge, and through said office or department improve the 
general operating and business efficiency of its members, and the finished 
product of its factories. 

Article III. 

The principal office or place of business shall be at Grand Rapids, in 
the County of Kent. 

Article IV. 

The term of existence of this proposed corporation is fixed at 20 years 
from the date of these articles. 

Article V. 
The number of trustees or directors shall be Five (5). 

Article VI. 

The names of the trustees or directors selected for the first year of its 
existence are as follows: 

President, Fred O. Stokee, Middleville, Mich. 
Vice-President, O. M. McLaughlin, Nashville, Mich. 
Directors: G. E. Watts, Alto, Mich. 

D. B. Lepard, Clarksville, Mich. 

J. D. Bowser, Conklin, Mich. 
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In Witness Whereof, We, tlie parties hereby associating, have here- 
unto subscribed our names, this twentv-first dav of January, A. D. 1915. 

Names. Address. 

L. E. Seelye Hopkins, Mich. 

R. B. Jepson MuUiken, Mich. 

F. E. Reuhs Caledonia, Mich. 

H. J. Clabuesch I'igeon, Mich. 

Peter Van Alles])ur»»: Coopersville, Mich. 



CONSTITUTION. 

Whereas, the dairy industry has grown wonderfully in quantity, value, 
variety of products and uses, and within itself promises still greater 
growth. 

Whereas, the industry from the raw materials to the consumer of its 
finished products comprises many parts and i>resents many difficult prob- 
lems to be solved. 

Whereas, in order to bring about a still greater growth, there must be 
a thorough understanding and co-operation between the three great in- 
terests involved in handling this industry, to-wit: The producer, manu- 
facturer and consumer. 

First : The producer must be encouraged to the largest possible pro- 
duction of the highest possible quality by means of the largest possible 
remuneration. 

Second : The manufacturer must address himself to the problem of 
handling the production as it practically comes to him, along the lines of 
the greatest economy', efficiency, sanitation and purity in harmony with 
the State and Federal laws, along the lines of consulting the wants and 
needs of the consuming public involving elements of up to date; methods 
and equipment, transportation, service and- presentation of the goods to 
the consuming public in the most attractive shape. - . 

Wliereas, individuals engaged in this industiy are powerless alone to 
bring the dairy industry to its highest point of perfection, and in order 
to do this they must have an ideal that can only be reached through or- 
ganized effort: in other w^ords, the unification of all the individual ef- 
forts that make for the greatest good to the dairy industry can only be 
secured through an organization of this character and as outlined in its 
Articles of Association. 

Whereas, the quantity of goods that the consuming public w411 take is 
in direct ratio to the improvement in quality and this improvement in 
quality is a great factor, not only in the economic opening of outlets but 
in economical retention of outlets and the quantity of daiiy products 
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consumed bears a direct relation to the increasing qualit}' of produc- 
tion. 

Whereas, greater uniformity and efficiency in all the details that enter 
into the production, manufacturing and marketing of dairy products 
and especially butter, is desirable. 

Therefore, be it resolved, that we who are engaged in the manufacture 
of dairy products and compose the members of the Co-Operative Asso- 
ciation of Creameries, Number One, have for our guide the principles and 
objects heretofore stated. 

The officers shall consist of a President, Vice-I*resideut, Secretary- 
Treasurer and (ieneral Manager. The offices of Secretary-Treasurer and 
(leneral ^[anager shall be combined in one. 

The affairs of this Association shall be managed by and under the con- 
trol of an executive committee of five persons to be elected by the mem- 
bers of the Association from among its members, and said executive com- 
mittee shall have full power and authority to make all by-laws for the 
government of this association, not inconsistent therewitli. 

The President and Vice-President shall be members of the executive 
committee by virtue of their office. 

The General Manager and Secretary-Treasurer shall be appointed by 
the executive committee and shall have a thorough knowledge of the pro- 
duction, manufacturing and marketing of (hiiry products and shall have 
a complete business training and experience. 

It shall be the duty of the Secretary-Treasurer and General Manager 
to conduct all correspondence and to secure all information possible rel- 
ative to the production, manufacturing and marketing of dairy prod- 
ucts, and any other matter of interest to the Association, and to com- 
municate the same to all members as required or as may be directed by 
the executive committee, and act in a general advisory capacity for the 
Association. 

This constitution may be altered or amended by a two-thirds vote of 
the entire membership at any regular annual meeting or any special 
meeting called for that purpose. In the latter case, ten (ten) days' no- 
tice shall have been given to all the members previous to the time of vot- 
ing thereon. 

BY-LAWS. 

Section 1. Dues and Assessments. The annual dues or assessments of 
this Association shall be not to exceed one mill for each pound of butter 
made at the creameries represented by the individual members of this 
Association, to be paid in monthly installments to the Secretary-Treas- 
urer of the Association not later than on the 15th of tlie month follow- 
ing. The first assessment to be levied for butter made in January, 191G. 

Section 2. Salaries. The salary of the traveling expert of this Asso- 
ciation shall be fixed by the executive committee, but shall not exceed 
twenty-five hundred dollars (?2,500.00) per year and expenses. 

Section 3. Bonds. Before entering upon his duties, the Secretary- 
Treasurer shall enter into bonds with this Association in the simi of not 
less than two thousand dollars (?2,000.00) with securities to be ap- 
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proved of by the Executive Committee, conditioned for the faithful per- 
formance of his duties and for the proper accounting of all funds re- 
ceived and disbursed belonging to this Association. 

Section 4. Meetings. Tlie annual meeting of this Association shall 
be held (beginning with the year 1917) on the last Thursday in January 
of each year. 

Section 5. Special Meetings. Special meetings of the members of 
this Association may be held or called at any time by the Executive Com- 
mittee, bj^ giving five (5) days' notice in writing, or in cases five or more 
creameries shall have any grievance, by filing a written request, with the 
Secretary of the Association, stating their grievance therein, it shall be 
the duty of the Secretary to call a special meeting of all the creameries 
in the association within twenty days after the filing of said request by 
a five days' written notice. All meetings to be held at Grand Rapids, 
Mich., at such place and at such time as shall be designated by the execu- 
tive comniittoe, who shall make arrangements for all acconmiodations. 

Section G. Terms of Office. The terms of office of the Executive Com- 
mittee of this Association shall be for one year from the last Thursdjiy 
in 191G, and until their successors have been duly elected and qualified. 

Section 7. Term of Office of the Traveling Expert. The term of office 
of the traveling expert of the Association shall be according to the pleas- 
ure of the Executive Committee. 

Section S. Meetings of the Executive Committee. The Executive Com- 
mittee shall meet on the third Thursdav of each month with the travel- 
ing ex])ert at the headquarters of the association. 

Section 9. Auditing Accounts. AH bills and accounts of this Asso- 
ciation shall be audited and approved by the Executive Committee and be 
paid out by the Secretary-Treasurer. 

Section 10. Special Meetings of the Executive Committee may be 
called l)v the President. 

Section 11. Quorum. A majority of the members of the Executive 
Committee shall constitute a quorum. 

Section 12. Salaries of Executive Committee. The compensation of 
the members of the executive committee shall be fixed at three dollars 
(§3.00) per day and expense, excepting the Secretary-Treasurer, who 
shall receive such salarv as the committee mav deem necessary. 

Section 13. Vacancies. Vacancies on the Executive Committee shall 
be filled by the remaining members of the committee. 

Section 14. Members of the Executive Committee shall be members 
of the Board of Managers of the creamery which they represent. 

Following is a copy of the resolutions passed at a meeting of the mem- 
bers of the Michiii^an Co-Operative Association of Creameries held in the 
Chamber of Commerce rooms in Grand Rapids : 

Whereas, Our co-operative farmers' creameries individually are power- 
less alone to attain complete success, and in order to do this we must 
have an ideal that can only be reached through organized effort; in 
other words, the unification of all the individual efforts that make for 
greatest good of our industry can only be secured through an organiza- 
tion of this character and as outlined in our constitution, and 

Whereas, The Michigan Dairy and Food Department first initated the 
idea in Michigan of federating the co-operative farmers' creameries for 
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the purpose of collective effort in production, manufacture and market- 
ing and through whose instrumentality this organization received its 
conception and birth, having for its purpose the demonstrating of the 
feasibility of the plan, and 

Whereas, The above mentioned department has proposed to lend its 
services for the purpose of extending the principle of our organization 
state-wide, therefore be it 

Resolved, That we who compose the members of the Michigan Co-oper- 
ative Association of Creameries and have gone through the experimental 
stages of this movement now cOmmend the plan to all co-operative farm- 
ers' creameries in this state, and be it further 

Resolved, That we extend our thanks and gratitude to the Michigan 
Dairy and Food Department for their untiring efforts in fostering and 
encouraging this movement, as we now recognize its tremendous possi- 
bilities as a means of entrenching our position in advancing the cause of 
stable and more remunerative dairying, and be it further 

Resolved, That we accept the Department's tender to enlist as mem- 
bers all of the co-operative farmers' creameries in Michigan and that we 
extend to them our fullest co-operation. 

SUMMARY. 

1. Any creamery in Michigan may receive the right to use the state 
brand, or trade-mark in connection with the manufacture and marketing 
of its product, by compliance with the rules, regulations and specifica- 
tions of the State Brand Butter Commission. 

2. The state trade-mark gives both the producer and manufacturer an 
incentive to furnish a better grade of raw material or manufacture a bet- 
ter grade of butter in knowing that permission to use the state trade- 
mark is a means of providing the consumer with a distinguishing mark 
enabling him to differentiate state brand butter from that manufactured 
under conditions of which he has no knowledge. 

3. Consumers buying butter containing the state brand design or 
trade-mark are assured of a product that is pure, made from sanitary 
raw material effectively pasteurized, of a standard composition and of 
the highest commercial grade. 

4. With the state brand or trade-mark, creameries are offered an op- 
portunity to federate for the purpose of improving the quality and uni- 
formity of their product, and collectively advertise and market same 
more economically. 

5. The state brand, when permitted to be used in connection with the 
marketing of butter, virtually fixes the grade, due to the fact that re- 
ceivers of butter in the large markets will be familiar with the specifica- 
tions for state brand butter. Thus, the creameries are provided with ma- 
chinery for standardization and representation. 

CONCLUSION. 

Work in connection with Government or State brand or trade-marks 

for butter at the present time is all on pioneer ground, and none of the 

states which have recently enacted legislation providing machinery to 

put into operation in this country the Government or State brand or 

13 
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trade-mark for butter have had such machinery in op<?ration for a suffi- 
cient length of time to warrant making final deductions. If, however, 
we base our conclusions on the experience of some of the foreign coun- 
tries, such as Denmark, Holland and New Zealand, and especially Den- 
mark, and are justified in applying foreign conditions to those of our 
own nation, the general scheme may be declared a success from every 
standpoint; but, even basing our conclusions on our own rather limited 
experience, we feel quite safe in predicting that ultimately the state 
brand or trade-mark for butter, especially under present conditions of 
creamery butter manufacture, will be an enormous asset for the butter 
interests of any state. If properly guarded, the state brand should con- 
stitute a valuable form of insurance for those who turn out a high grade 
product. 

It is plainly apparent that the butter scoring tests conducted by the 
Department will be greatly enhanced in value as the State Brand feature 
for Michigan butter is developed. It is clear that butter makers operat- 
ing creameries that have been licensed by the Department to use the 
State Trade-mark are spurred to greater efforts in the details of cream- 
ery butter manufacture which fact alone is of considerable advantage 
financially to these creameries. This conclusion is made possible through 
the piesent comprehensive rating sj'stem under which these monthly 
butter making tests are conducted. 

Indications are that creameries in the state are beginning to realize 
the value of the State Brand to them, judging from the number of cream- 
eries that have already been licensed by this Department to use the 
brand in connection with the manufacture and marketing of their 
product. Numerous other creameries in the state which have not as yet 
made formal application are arranging as fast as possible to qualify for 
the use of the brand. 

Under the present system of marketing, the consumer has no means 
of differentiating between butter made from good, fresh, sanitary raw 
material in sanitarv creameries from that not made under such condi- 
tions. Consumers are going to demand in the near future to know more 
about the conditions under which creamery butter is being made and 
the quality of the raw material used in its manufacture, and it is safe 
to predict that ultimately the State Brand or Trade-mark for butter 
will be an enormous asset to the creameries of the state. The State 
Brand should constitute a valuable form of insurance for those who 
manufacture butter complying with the State Brand requirements. 

The Brand also gives creameries an opportunity to effectively ad- 
vertise their product which is not possible where no specific brand is 
available. But even before consideration is given to the question of 
advertising State Brand butter, a certain amount of educational work 
is necessary in order to supply and satisfy the demand when once created 
with a high grade, uniform article. Wo repeat the thought expressed in 
former bulletins that it is imperative that uniformity as well as quality 
be maintained in State Brand butter and this should be the main ob 
jective in conducting educational work at the present time. 

Every indication points to the fact that the near future is going to 
demand even greater efficiency than has been attained up to the present 
time in the operation of creameries. We are certain that butter makers 
who do not avail thomselvej? of every opportunity that bids to increase 
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their efficiency in butter making and operating creameries are going to 
have something to regret if they have any intention of making butter- 
making and creamery management their life's work. This deduction can 
easily be made from the fact that the boys who stand at the head of their 
profession at the present time are those who never pass up an oppor- 
tunity to compare their efforts with others in the same line of work and 
after all, it is only by comparison that we are able to judge the rate of 
our progress. 
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INSPECTIONS— HOW REPORTED. 

Inspections of creameries, cheese* factories, farm dairies and city milk 
supply are reported in the bulletins issued by the Department. By 

INSPECTION OP 



Name. 



Allegan County, Jan. 

Martin Creamery 

Otsc^ Creamery 

Ionia County. Jan. 

Farmers C<)-operative Creamery. 

JackaoD County, Jan. 

Jackson City Creamery 

Mecosta County, Jan. 

Model Co-operative Creamery. . . 

Montcalm County, Jan. 

L. Barber Co 

Oakland County, Jan. 

Towar'B Creamery Station 

Osceola County, Jan. 

Reed City Creamery Co 

Ottawa County, Jan. 

Conklin Farm Co. Creamery. . . . 

Montcalm County, Feb. 

Lakeview Creamery 

Tuscola County, Feb. 

Mi^nrille Creamery 

Cartwright & Sons 

Eaton County, March. 

MuUiken Co-operative Cieamery 

Iron County, March. 

Crystal Falls Creamery Asso 

Ottawa County, March. 

Vriesland Creamery Co 



Location. 



Martin 

Otaego 

Saranac. .. 

Jackson . . . 

Big Rapids 

Edmore.. . 

Holly 

Reed City. 

Conklin.. . 

Lakeview.. 

Majrville. . 
Mayville. . 

Mulliken.. 

C. Falls... 

Vriesland.. 



Owner or manager. 



Martin Daury A. Prod. Co. 
Otaego Creamery Co 



C. W. Potter. 



Jackson Farm Ttod. Co . 



Stock Co. 



L. Barber . 



Towan Wayne Co. Cry . 



Roy Smith. 



John Bowser. 



Frank Bettys. 



Mayville Creamery Co. 
Ed. Cartwright 



R. B. Jepson. 



Thos. Wills. 



M. Van Zoom. 



I 



-9 
§ 

8. 

•a 



225.000 
63.000 



208,602 



349, 0S4 



300.000 



6,000.000 



c 

1 



I 



155,000 



189,014 



150.000 



180,000 



155,000 



40,000 



107,000 



Good,.. 
Fair.... 



Fair... 
Good... 
Good... 
Good... 
Fair... 
Good... 
Good... 
Good... 



Good... 
Good... 



Good... 
Good... 
(xood... 
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way of explanation the following pages are reprinted from a monthly 
bulletin. These bulletins, containing reports of inspections as shown 
on the pages reprinted, will be mailed to parties applying for same. 



CREAMERIES. 



Condition of apparatus. 


i 

•8 


• 


1^ 


1 


1 


• 


■ 


$ 


Skim milk, 
tank. 


• 


6 


1 
I- 


1 

1 


1 

•3 


125 


Good... 








Clean.. 








Good... 
Good... 

Good... 

Good... 


Good... 






50 


Good... 








Clean.. 
Good... 


None... 


Fair.... 


Clean.. 
Good... 
Clean.. 
Fine... 


Good... 






24 


Good... 






New... 
None... 
Good... 
Good... 


Good... 




90 


1,000 








Clean.. 
Fine... 


None... 


Good... 


Good... 






200 








Good... 




90 


200 


Good... 






Fme... 








■ 

Fine... 




Good.. 




90 


15 
























225 


Good... 






Good... 
Good... 
New... 
Good... 


Fine. . . 




Good... 


Good... 


Good... 
Good... 


Good... 




90 


200 


Fair.... 






Fine. . . 








90 


100 








Fine... 






Good... 
Fine. . . 


Good... 


Good. . . 




95 


200 








Pine... 




Good... 


Good... 




91 


100 


Good... 






Fine... 




Good... 




Good... 




90 


100 


Good... 






Good... 


Good... 






Good... 








90 


86 








Clean. . 








Good... 






93.5 


200 


Good... 




Good... 


Good... 








• 

New. . . 




Good... 




91 
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INSPECTION OP 



Name. 


Location. 


Owner or manager. 


Y«rly 

milk 

receipts, 

pounds. 


ill 


Style. 


St. Clair County. Jub': 
Maple Grove Cheese Factory. . . 


Marine City 

Marine City 

Marine City .... 

Chapin 


Maple Grove Cheese 
Factory 


725.000 
885,000 
840.000 

2,000 

120.000 

1,000.000 
100,000 

1,600,000 
500.000 

1,000,000 


71.000 

644,000 

88,000 

200,000 

72,000 

80,000 

80,000 

IfiO.OOO 

50,000 

100,000 


Fancy 


Pitie Grove Cheese Factory 

Geimania Cheese Factory 


Pime Grove Cheese Co. 
F. Haug 


Z_ » - - . 1 ... • 

Fancy 

Fancy 


Sa^naw County, July: 
Chapin Cheese Co 


George Peters 


Soft 


Genesee County, July: 

Swarti Creek Cheese Factory. . . 

Bay County, July: 

Fraser Cheese Co 


Swarts Creek . . . 
Fraacr Twp 


Ck)ver Leaf Dairy Co.. 
Co-operative Co 


Michigan Soft 

Michigan Soft 


Bay County, July: 

Decaire Cheese Co 


Fraser Twp 


J. D. Decaire 




Huron County, August: 

Rice Bros. Cheese Co 


Elkton 


S. M. Rice 


Michigan 


Iosco County, August: 

Hale Cheese Factory 


Hale 


John Cary 


Michigan Soft 


Saginaw County, August: 

L. A. Snyder Cheese Co 


Brant Twp 


L. A. Snyder 


Michigan Soft 











INSPECTION 



Name. 



Genesee Co., Sept.: 

Chas. W. Thornton. 

Lapeer Co., Sept.: 

C. McDonell 

J. P. Sorenson 

Jay \\Tiitc 

Oakland Co., Sept.: 

Chas. Bartlett 

Geo. T. Hendrix . . . 

Bart Smith 

Chas. Staff 



PoBtoffice. 



Fenton — 

Lapeer 

Lapeer 

Lapeer 

Pontiac. . . 
Royal Oak 
Pontiac . . . 
Royal Oak 



Patron of 



Sells milk 

D. Miller 

D.Miller 

Lapeer Co. Creamery 

Pontiac Creamery. . . 
Royal Oak Creamery 
Pontiac Creamery . , 
Sells milk 



o 



o 

I 



7 
24 
21 



23 
19 
21 
13 



3 



O 

55 



3 3 

P 



I 
19 
17 



17 
19 
19 ' 
13 



171 
485 
410 



315 
165 
400 



Breed. 



Holstein.. 



Graded. 
Graded. 
Jersey.. 



Graded... 
Graded... 
Graded... 
Graded... 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 



103 



CHEESE FACTORIES. 



Cbeesemakcr. 



S. Babel. 
A. Kutx. 
F.Hauff. 



Geo. Peters. 



Clover Leaf Dairy. 



Fraeer Cheese Co 



Sanitary 

surround- 

incs. 



Good. 
Good. 
Good. 



Poor. 



J. D. Dccaire ' Good . 



! 

Ljmn Ilice Good, 



John Cary Good 



Henry Ruff Good , 



Good.. . 



Fine 



> 



Equipment. 



1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

2 

2, good 

1. fine. . 

1, good. 



I 



Clean. 
Clean. 
Good. 



Poor. 



Clean. 



Fine. 



Good. 



2. gang. 



1, gang. 



Gang. 



'i 



•a 

as 



1, none. . 
1, none. , 
1, none. . 



2, gang. 



1. gang. 



2. gang. 



2, gang. 



Clean. 
Clean. 
Fair.. 



Good. 



Good. 



Good 



8 



Fair. 



Clean. 



Good 



Fair. 



I 



None... I 8H. P. 
None.. I 6H. P. 
None. 6H. P. 



12 H. P. 



12 H. P. 



12 H, P./ 



15 H. P. 



8H. P. 



12 H. P. 



Quality of 
milk. 



Fair. 
Fair. 
Good. 



Good. 



Good. 



Good. 



Starter. 



Good • 



OF DAIRIES. 



Ration. 




Oats, cottonseed meal 

chop.V.*^."^^".*^.!! !!!!!! !!!!!!!!! 

Corn and oata crushed 

Green com, mill feed, grass 

Com, oata, cottonseed meal 

Grass 

Silage, crushed oats, cottonseed meal 



Stable. 



Ventilation. 



Yes 


Natural 


Yes 


Natural 


Yes 


Natural 


Yes 


Natural 


Fair 


Natural 


Fair 


Natural 


Yes 


Natural 


Yes 


King System 








Water. 



Tubular well. 



Tubuhtf irell. 
Tubuhtr well 
Tubular well. 



Tubular woU. 
Tubular well. 
Tubular well. 
Tubular well. 
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INSPECTION OF CITY MILK SUPPLY. 





Health of herd and its 
protection. 


Cleanlinem. 


Coastruction and circ 
of utensils. 


Health of emolovM 
and mannsr of milk- 
ing. 


'3 

1 
1 


1 


i 
1 


Quality of milk. 




Name. 


1" 


■ 

1 


• 

8 
3 

... 




Lake Linden. Jan. 

Jos. Hennocke & Sons 


95 
00 
72 
85 
100 
90 

80 

100 

100 

100 

86 

100 

88 

100 

88 

86 

88 

100 

100 
88 
90 
100 
100 
83 
86 
88 
83 
78 
90 
86 

83 
88 
88 

95 
88 
95 
90 
100 
100 

91 
95 
100 
86 
95 
95 

100 
100 


80 
65 
60 
85 
100 
85 

85 

85 
95 
80 
85 
90 
85 
95 
80 
75 
85 
95 

95 
75 
80 
85 
95 
80 
80 
80 
75 
70 
70 
80 

65 
85 

85 

85 
70 
80 
75 
100 
85 

75 
85 
85 
65 
85 
90 

90 
90 


90 
85 
85 
85 
90 
90 

95 

90 
90 
90 
90 
85 
90 
90 
90 
90 
90 
90 

90 
85 
85 
90 
100 
80 
75 
85 
80 
80 
90 
85 

90 
90 
90 

90 
80 
75 
85 
100 
76 

75 
90 
100 
85 
90 
75 

85 
85 


90 
80 
80 
90 
95 
90 

95 

95 
95 

100 
90 

100 

100 
95 
95 
95 
95 

100 

95 
85 
90 
95 
95 
90 
90 
8,5 
85 
90 
95 
90 

85 
95 
95 

90 
85 
90 
90 
100 
90 

90 
95 
95 
90 
90 
90 

95 
95 


100 
90 
80 
96 

100 
90 

100 

100 
100 
100 

85 
100 
100 
100 

95 
100 

85 
100 

100 
85 
85 

100 

100 
85 
95 
90 
85 
95 

100 
85 

100 
100 
100 

100 
85 
95 
85 

100 
95 

85 
100 
100 

95 
100 
100 

90 
100 


453 
410 
377 
435 

485 
445 

455 

470 
480 
470 
436 
475 
463 
480 
448 
446 
443 
485 

480 
418 
430 
470 
490 
418 
426 
428 
408 
413 
445 
426 

423 
458 

458 

460 
408 
435 
415 
500 
445 

416 
465 
470 
420 
460 
450 

460 
470 


Good 








A. L. Barine 


Medium . . 










AmoB Turner 


Poor 






• •-••■«• 


Homer Boaurhamp 


Good 




1 




Jno. R. Frank 


Excellent... 




1 




Frank Benschcl 


Good 1 


1 


Jackson, Feb. 

F.M.Gibhs 


Good 










Menominee, Feb. 

C. I. Cook (Elmwood) Dy 

Robt. Haease 

C. I. Cook (Homestead) Dy . . . . 
Mrs. E. Strow. 


Good 

Excellent. . . 

Good 

Good 


3 4 
3.4 
3.4 


31 
32 
31 


11 85 
12.08 
11.83 


7.75 
8.68 
7.75 


C. I. Ccok (Pine Hill) Dy 

C. I. Cook (Riverview) Dy 

I. Stephenson , . . , . 


Good 

Good 

Excellent. . . 


3 4 
34 


31 
31 


11.86 
11.83 


7.75 
7.75 


Mrs. H. Schumakcr. . . ... 


Good 








Wm. Kohrt. ... 


Medium. . . . i 








Fred Palewkv. . 


Good ' 








C. I. Cook rKine Mile) Dy . . . 

Houghton, March. 

Legns Bros 


Excellent. . . 

Excellent... 
Medium 


3 4 

4 4 


31 
33 


11.83 
13.53 


7 75 
9.13 


Sam Lahti 




Aug. Arvo 


Medium — 
Good 


3.6 


31 


12.07 


8.47 


Roy DunatAn 




John Zurchcr 


Excellent. . . 

Medium 

Medium 


3 6 
4.0 


32 
31 


12.32 
12.55 


8.72 


Jno. Henderson 


8.56 


John Huhtelin 




Herman I/ehti 


Medium. . . . 










Jacob Krans 


Medium 

Medium — 

Medium 

Medium 


4 2 
3 6 

44 


30 
31 
32 


12.54 
12.07 
13.28 


8.34 


Jos. R. Bnineau 


8.47 


Jno. Kutschid 


8.88 


Henrv Simon 




Iron Mountain. Mar. 

Alex. Anderson ... 


Medium 










Richard Pollaid 


Good 










August Wiknian 


Good 

Good 


3.^ 


31 


12.31 


8.51 


Iron River, April. 

Rudolnh Baumsartner 




C. F. Johnson 


Medium 










Jos. Vcrrille 


Medium 










Auff. Johnson. . . 


Medium — 










J. W. Byers 


Excellent. . . 
Medium 


3.2 


32 


11.84 


8.64 


Geo. R. Baker 




Crystal Falls, April 


Medium 










C. M. Rogers 


Good 










Wm. Boyseor 


Good 










C.E. Steam 


Medium 

Good 

Good 

Good 


3.8 
3.6 
3.4 


31 
31 
31 


12.31 
12.07 
11.83 


8.51 


Allen Williamson 


8 47 


Maude Skelton 


8.43 


Plymouth, April. 

Sly Brothers 




W.A. Eckles 


Good 
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CREAMERIES AND CHEESE FACTORIES 



REGISTERED CREAMERIES, CHEESE FACTORIES, SKIMMING 

STATIONS, RECEIVING STATIONS, CONDENSED 

MILK FACTORIES AND MILK DEPOTS. 

FOR THE REGISTRATION YEAR BEGINNING APRIL 1, 1916. 



Name. 

Bpnice Valley Creamery Co., 
Mikado Cream Station. 



Rumley Cream Station, 



Pullman Cream Station, 

Kelloge Butter Factory, 

Springaale Cheese Factory, 

Oakland Creamery Co., 

Salem Creamery, 

Pearl Creamery, 

Daisy Creamery Co., 

Overton Creamery Co., 

Sbelbyville Cream Station, 

Overisel Co-operative Creamery Co., 

Bentheim Creamery Co., 

Fillmore Center Creamery Co., 

East Saugatuck Creamery Co., 

Otsego Creamery, 

Hamilton Cream Station, 

Martin Creamery, 

Wavland Condenseci Milk Factory, 

Pullman Cream Station, 

Moline Cream Station, 



ALCONA COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Frank Larson, Mgr., 
Seidel Creamery Co., 

ALGER COUNTY. 
H. W. Crawford, 

ALLEGAN COUNTY. 

Holland Crystal Creamery, 

Kellogg Butter Co., 

M. W. Hicks. 

Jacob Vredeveld, Mgr., 

Jesse Norgaard, Prop., 

Pearl Cooperative Cry. Co., 

H. H. Tien, Mgr., 

Glen Overton, Mgr.. 

Michigan Butter Co., 

J. H. Koopman, Mgr.. 

Albert Smoes, Jr., Mgr., 

H. J. Kleinheksel, Mgr., 

John Sienlink, Mgr., 

Otsego Creamerj' Co., 

Phenix Cheese Co., 

Martin Dairy & Produce Co., 

Helvetia Milk Condensing Co., 

Sanitary Milk Co., 

Sanitary Milk Co., 



Postoffloe. 

Spruce. 
Bay City. 



Rumley. 



Holland. 
Allegan, R. 7. 
Hopkins. 
Zeeland, R. 3. 
Burnips Corners. 
Pearl. 

Holland, R. 8. 
Allegan. 
Kalamazoo. 
Holland, R. 9. 
Hamilton, R. 3. 
Holland, R. 5. 
East Saugatuck. 
Otsego. 
Zeeland. 
Martin. 
Highland. 111. 
Grand Papids. 
Grand Rapids. 



Bolton Cream Station, 
Dafoe Cream Station, 



ALPENA COUNTY. 

Seidel Creamery Co., 
Seidel CreAmery Co., 



Bay City. 
Bay City. 



Mancelona Cream Station, 



ANTRIM COUNTY. 
Sanitary Milk Co., 



Grand Rapida. 



Turner Cream Station, 
Worth Cream Station, 
Twining Creamery, 
Sterling Creamery, 
Omer Creamery, 



ARENAC COUNTY. 

Seidel Creamery Co., 
Seidel Creamery Co., 
Fred L. Ferguson, 
D. M. Scott, 
David Henry, Jr., 



Bay City. 
Bay City. 
Twining. 
Sterling. 
Omer. 



Covington Cream Station, 
Skanee Cream Station, 
Farmers Creamery Co., 



BARAGA COUNTY. 

Bridgeman- Russell Co., 
Bridgeman-Russell Co., 
John Kemppainen, Mgr., 



Hancock. 
Hancock. 
Pelkie. 



BARRY COUNTY. 

Nashville Cream Station, C. A. Hoscoe, 

Preeport Creamery, Farmers Cooperative Cry. Co., 

Hickory Comers Creamery, Jacob Veenstra, Prop., 

Farmers Co-operative Creamery Ass'n, O. M. McLaughlin, Mgr., 

Hastinc^ Crystal Creamery, Sherk & Mackey. Props., 

Nashville Cream Station, A. M. Smith & Co., 



Nashville. 
Freeport. 
Hickory Comers. 
Nashville. 
Hastings. 
Eaton Rapids. 
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BARRY COUNTY.— Continued. 



Name. 

Woodland Cream Station, 
Nashville Cream Station, 
Middleville Cooperative Creamerj', 
Nashville Cream Station, 
Shultz Creamery, 



Frankenlust Cheese Factory, 

Duel Cream Station, 

Fraser Cheese Co., 

County Line Cheese Factory, 

Beaver Twp. Cheese Factory, 

Bentley Cheese Factory, 

Frankenlust Twp. Creamery, 

Bay City Milk Depot, 

J. J. McGinty Milk Depot, 

Monitor Cheese Co., 

Milk Depot. 

Creamery & Skimming Station (Fraser 

Center) , 
Pinconning Creamery, 
Bay City Creamery, 
Linwood Creamery, 
State Road Cream Station, 
John Gustafson Milk DexKit, 
Stevens Creamerj'. 
J. D. Decaire CluHise Factorj', ' 
Bentley Cream Station, 
Milk Depot. 302 S. Dean St.. 
Milk Depot. 



Honor Cream Station, 



Owner or Manager. 

Fox River Butter Co.. 
Towar's Wayne Co. Creamerj', 
Fred O. Stokce, Mgr., 
Capitol City Creameiy Co., 
Shultz Creamery Co., 

BAY COUNTY. 

John Berger, Sr., Prop., 

Vasold Bros. & Co., 

John H. Coggins. Pres., 

H. M. Schmidt Co.. 

H. M. Schmidt Co., 

H. M. Schmidt Co., 

Martin Schwab, 

William Cuthbert, 2494 Center Ave., 

J. J. McGinty, 203 S. Monroe St., 

Chas. Voss, Mgr., 

Mrs. Ida M. Leix, 

G. E. Tanner, 

Urban Bros., 

Seidel Creamery Co., 

Seidel Creamery Co., 

Seidel Creamery Co., 

John Gustafason, 222 Braddock St., 

Stevens Creamery Co., 909 3rd St., 

J. D. Decaire, 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

Schuman & Pellnap, 

M. J. A P. J. Battle, 

BENZIE COUNTY. 
Copemish Creamery Co., 



Postoffice. 

Detroit . 

Detroit. 

Middleville. 

Lansing. 

Shultz. 



Bay City, Sta. A. 
Midlana. 
Pinconning, R. 1. 
Saginaw, W. S., 
Saginaw, W. S. 
Saginaw, W. S. 
Bay City, W. S. 
Bay City. 
Bay City. 
Bay City, Sta. A. 
Bay City. 

Pinconning. 

Pinconning. 

Bay City. 

Bay City. 

Bay City. 

Bay City. 

Bay City. 

Pinconnmg, F. R. D. 

Gladwin. 

Bay City, W. S. 

Bay City, R. 1. 



Copemish. 



Baroda Cream Station, 
Galien Milk Condensing Fac, 
Dayton Creamery, 
Three Oaks Creamery, 
Benton Harbor Milk Depot, 
Berrien Center Cream Station, 
Water vliet Creamery Co., 
Coloma Creamery Association, 
Thorburn Bros. Milk Depot, 
St. Joseph Valley Creamery Co., 
Bishop Creamery Co., 
Berrien Center Elgin Cry. Co., 
Niles Creamery Co., 
Pipestone Jersey Creamery, 
St. Joseph Creamery, 



BERRIEN COUNTY. 

South Bend Creamerj' Co.. 
John Jacobson, 414 State St., 
John Jacobson, 414 State St., 
John Jacobson, 414 State St.. 
Twin C'ity Creamery Co., 
South Bend Creamerj' Co., 
W. M. Baldwin, Mgr., 
Geo. W. Grant, Mgr., 
Thorburn Bros.. 
Alison C. Roe, Mgr., 
Jack Bishop, Mgr.. 
D. E. Shari)e, Mgr.. 
T. C. Hance, Sec^, 
Geo. T. Yetter, 
Barlow Bros., 



South Bend, Ind. 

Chicago, III. 

Chicago, 111. 

Chicago, 111. 

Benton Harbor. 

South Bend, Ind. 

Watervliet. 

Coloma. 

Benton Harbor. 

Buchanan. 

Buchanan. 

Berrien Center. 

Niles. 

Eau Claire, R, 1. 

St. Joseph. 



Bronson Cream Station, 
Algansee Cheese Factory, 
Union City Cream Station, 
Sherwood Cream Station. 
Bronson Cream Station, 
Sherwood Cream Station, 
Bronson Cream Station, 

8uincy Cream Station, 
oldwater Cream Station, 



BRANCH COUNTY. 

South Bend Creamery Co., 

L. A. Downer, 

Jackson Farm Produce Co., 

Jackson Farm Produce Co., 

Jackson Farm Produce Co., 

Fox River Butter Co.. 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 



South Bend, Ind. 

Quincy. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 



Battle Creek Creamery, 

Milk Depot. 

F. E. Mellln Milk Depot, 
Athens Cream Station, 
Burlington Cream Station, 
Marengo Cream Station, 
Tekonsna Cream Station, 
Homer Cream Station, 
E. F. Campbell Creamery, 
Milk Depot A Creamery, 
Marshall Creamery Co., 
Albion Creamery, 
Tekonsha Creamery, 



CALHOUN COUNTY. 

Mich. Sanitarium & Benevolent Ass' n 

Cry., M. W. Wentworth, Mgr., 
Post-Raymond Dairy Co., 
F. E. Mellin, 15 E. Prairie Ave., 
Jackson Farm Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 



Jackson Farm 
Jackson Farm 
Jackson Farm 
Jackson 



Farm 
E. F. Campbell, 
Milk Producers Co., 
Louis Wehele, Mgr., 
Maple City Dairj' Co 
H. E. Taylor, 



Battle Creek. 

Battle Creek. 

Battle Creek. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Homer. 

Battle Creek. 

Marshall. 

Albion. 

Tekonsha. 
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Name. 

CassopoliR Creamery Co., 

Dowagiac Creamerj' & Butter Co., 

Spring Valley Creamery, 

Volinia Cream Station, 

Penn Cream Station. 

Mol &, Closterman Milk Depot. 

Jones Creamery. 

C. I. Peapplea Milk Depot, 



CARS COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Henry F.diiiger, Mgr., 
J. S. Grwn, Mpr., 
Geo, P. Sunday , 
Geo. P. Sunday, 
IJishop Creamery Co., 
Mol <Sl Cloo-sterman, 
Jones C^reamery Co., 
C. I. Peapplea, 



Postoffice. 

Cas8opoIi8. 
Dowagiac. 
Marcel I us. 
Marcellus. 
Buchanan. 
Dowagiac. 
Jones. 
Dowagiac, R. 4. 



Pine Lake Creamery Co., 



CHARLEVOIX COUNTY. 
C. C. Schaub, Mgr., 



Boyne City. 



Wolverine Cream Station, 
Carmody Creamery, 



CHEBOYGAN COUNTY. 

Fox River Butter Co., 
A. N. Lindman, Mgr., 



Detroit. 
Cheboygan. 



E. S. Taylor Milk Depot, 
Rudyard Dairying Ass'n Cry., 
Brimley Cream A Milk Depot, 
W. H. Stribling Milk Depot, 
Rudyard Cream Station, 
Dafter Cream Station, 



CHIPPEWA COUNTY. 

E. S. Taylor. 
Wm. DeNVitt, Mgr., 
Thompson & Washburn, 
W. H. Stribling, 
Bridgeman- Russell Co., 
Bridgeman-Russell Co., 



Pickford. 

Rudyard. 

Brimley. 

Sauit Ste. Marie. 

Hancock. 

Hancock. 



Clare Cream Station. 

Clare Cream Station, 

W. W. Faler Cream Station, 

Clare Cream Station, 

Temple Cream Station. 

Lake Cream Station, 

Clare Cream Station, 

Clare Cream Station, 

Clare R. F. D. Cream Station 

Clare Cream Station. 

Clare R. F. D. Cream Station, 

Clare R. F. D. Cream Station, 

Clare R. F. D. Cream Station, 

Clare R. F. D. Cream Station, 

C. I. Mauer Cream Station, 

John McNeil Cream Station, 

O. Cramer Cream Station, 

Hersey Cream Station. 

Clare R. F. D. Cream Station, 



CLARE COUNTY. 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

Durand Creamery Co., 

W. W. Faler. 

Swift & (^o., 

Swift * Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Hanley Bros., 

Halstea<l & Feightner. 

Halstead & Feightner, 

Farmers Independent Produce Co., 

Farmers lndej)en<lent Produce Co., 

Farmers Independent Produce Co., 

Farmers Independent Produce Co., 

Farmers Independent Produce Co., 

C. I. Mauer. 

John McNeil, 

(). Cramer, 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

Halstea<l & Feightner, 



Port Huron. 
Duran<l. 
Gladwin, R. 4. 
■Alma. 
Alma. 
Detroit. 
Clare. 
Clare. 
Clare. 
C:iare. 
C'lare. 
Clare. 
Clare. 
Clare. 
Farwell. 
Fan^ell. 
Fan^'ell. 
Gladwin. 
Clare. 



Westphalia Creamery, 

Elsie Condensed MilK Factory, 

Ovid Creamery, 

Duplain Two. C'heese Factory, 

Greenbuah Twp. Cheese Factory, 

St. Johns Creamery, 

Ovid Cream Station, 

St. Johns Cream Station, 

Bath Cream Station, 

Elsie Cream Station, • 

Shepardsville Cream Station, 

St. Johns Cream Station, 

St. Johns Cream Station, 

DeWitt Cheese Factory, 



CLINTON COUNTY. 

Alfred A. Bauer, 

Eckenberg Co., 

Eckenberg Co., 

Eckenberg Co., 

Eckenberg Co., 

E. E. Bishop, 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Durand C^reamery Co., 

Swift A Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift <fe Co., 

Medina County Creamery Co., 

John Coverdale, 



Westphalia. 

Elsie. 

El.sie. 

Elsie. 

ELsie. 

St. Johns. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Detroit. 

DeWitt. 



Martin Henrickson Milk Depot, 
Rapid River Creamery Co., 
Shaffer Cheese Factory, 
Bark River Twp. Creamery, 
Escanaba Milk Depot, 



DELTA COUNTY. 

Martin Henrickson. 

L. E. Scott, Sec'y and Mgr., 

U. H. Dupie, 

Phil Labre, 

A. J. Valentine, 



Escanaba. 
Rapid River. 
Shaffer. 
Bark River. 
Escanaba. 



Best Bros. Creamery, 
Norway Creamery, 



DICKINSON COUNTY. 

Best Bros.. 

Norway Creamery Co., 



Iron Mountain. 
Norway. . 
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Name. 

Cream Station, 

Island City Cream Station, 

Sunfleld Cream Station. 

Eaton Rapid.s Creamerj', 

Charlotte Cream Station, 

Olivet Cream Station, 

Grand Ledge Cream Station, 

Katon Cream Station. 

Sunfleld Cream Station. 

Dimondale Cream Station, 

Eaton Rapids Cream Station, 

Olivet Cream Station, 

Charlotte Cream Station, 

Woodbury Cream Station, 

MuUiken Co-operative Creamery Co., 

Charlotte Creamery, 

Suniieid Cream Station, 



EATON COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Ray E. Stevens, 

Hasting Crystal Creamery, 

Hastings Crystal Creamery. 

A. M. Smith A Co., 

A. M. Smith A Co., 

A. M. Smith A Co.. 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Towara Wayne County Creamery, 

Towara Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne C'ounty Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

R. B. Jepson. Mgr.. 

W. T. Leonard & Co.. 

Sanitary Milk Co., 



Postofflce. 

Bellevue. 

Hastings. 

Hastings. 

F^aton Rapids. 

Eaton Rapids. 

Eaton Rapids. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

MuUiken. 

Norwood, N. Y. 

Grand Rapids. 



Petoskey Creamery, 



EMMET COUNTY 

E. S. Martin. 



Petoskey. 



Flushing Butter Co., 
Argentine Cream Station, 
Linden Cream Station, 
Swartz Creek Cream Station, 
Freeman Dairy Co. (Creamery), 
Davison Cream Station, 
Mt. Morris Cream Station, 
Otisville Cream Station, 
Genesee Cream Station, 
Swartz Creek Cream Station, 
Duffleld Cream Station, 
W. W. Howes Milk Depot, 
Clio Condensing Plant. ' 
Grand Blanc Milk Station, 
Spring Brook Dairj- Creamery, 



GENESEE COUNTY. 

C. F. Lure A G. L. Wilber, Fhishlng. 

Durand Oeamery Co., Durand. 

Durand Creamery Co., Durand. 

Durand Creamery Co., Durand. 

Freeman Dairy Co., Flint. 

Freeman Dairy Co.. Flint. 

Freeman Dairy Co., Flint. 

Freeman Dairy Co., Flint. 

Freeman Dairy Co., Flint. 

Freeman Dairy Co.. Flint. 
Towars Wayne County Creamery, Detroit. 

W. W. Howes. 1019 Ave. A., Flint. 

Detroit Creamery Co., Detroit. 

Detroit Creamery Co., Detroit. 

Parker & Hayes. Props., Otisville. 



Beaverton Creamery, 
Gladwin Cream Station, 
Gladwin Dairy & Produce Co., 
Beaverton Cream Station, 
Gladwin Cream Station. 
Mt. Forest Cream Station, 
Estey Cream Station, 
Gladwin Cream Station, 
Gladwin Butter Co, (Creamery), 
Wheatley Cream Station, 
Skeels Cream Station, 
Oberlin Cream Station, 
Hockaday Cream Station, 
Rhodes Cream Station, 
Rhodes Cream Station, 
Beaverton Creamery, 



GLADWIN COUNTY, 

Beaverton Co-operative Produce Co. 

M. H. Wright, 

John E. Nash, Mgr.. 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Urban Bros.. 

Seidel Creamery Co.. 

F. E. Burton. 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

Gladwin Butter Co.. 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

Gladwin Butter (-o., 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

Gladwin Butter Co., 

F. E. Shoup, 



Beaverton. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Pinconning. 

Bay City. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Gladwin. 

Beaverton. 



A. C. Bu.ss Creamery. 
Bessemer Creamery Co., 
Ironwood Township Creamery, 



GOGEBIC COUNTY. 

A. C. Bu.ss. 

A. D. McCready, Mgr., 

Cook A Hellmau, 



Ironwood. 
Bessemer. 
Ironwood, R. F. D. 



Traverse fUty Milk Depot, 
Quality ('heese Factory, 
I'ife Lake C'ream Station. 
Kingsley Cream Station. 
King.^Iey Cream Station, 
Traverse City ('reamery. 
Grawn Cream Station, 
Grawn C^reum Station, 



GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY. 

Arthur W. Wiedoeft. 
Mc Bride & Kreisler, 
Swift «fc Co., 
Swift & Co., 
Moore's Cash Store Co., 
Wm. A. McCool. Prop.. 
The Reynolds C^o.. 
Sanitary Milk Co., 



Traverse City. 
Buckley. 
Alma. 
Alma. 
Kingsley. 
Traverse City. 
Grawn. 
Grand Rapids. 
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GRATIOT COUNTY. 



New Hftven Cietun »lat[Qn. 
NoTIh Slai Cream Station. 
Oitt Cream Klailon, 
Perrlnloti Cheese Factory. 
Middleton CtieeM Fiictorr, 
Alma Creamery. 
Alma Cream Stallon, 
Bannister Cream ttlatloD. 
BrecScenridge Cream ElatloQ. 
Edgewood Cream SlalloD, 
Ithaca Cream Station, 
LanKpoTt Cream i^talton. 
Ratlibone Cream Station. 
RIverilale Cieam Station, 
St. Louis Cream SlalloD, 
Wheeler Cream Station, 
Rirerdnle Cream Station. 
St. Louis Co-operative C 
C. E. Heist Che«e Co,, 
Forrest Hill Cream "■ "' 



East Moscow Cheese Factory, 



Durand Creamery Co.. 
Durand Creamery Co., 
Durand Creamery ('- 
Geo, S. Hart ft Co, 
Geo. S. Hart A Co. 



Tax River Butter Co., 
F. C. Pemerl, Mfir., 
F, L, Webster, Mgc.. 



HILLSDALE COLNTY. 

Cenlral Supply Co., 



Jonesville. 
JoneaviUe. 
Monleomery. 



Hancock Creamery, 



HOUGHTON COUNTY. 

Barsotll Bros., 
Frank Eilola. Mgr.. 
Brideeman-Ruiiaell Co.. 
BridEeman-Russell Co., 
B rid eeman -Russell Co., 
F. SfirewBbuiy. Mgr., 
W. J, Daly. Mgr,. 



Pigeon Creamery. 
Bod Axe Cream Station, 
Owendate Cream Station. 
Port Hope Cream tjtatlon. 
Fort Hope Cream Station, 
Elkton Cream Station, 
Harbor Beach Cream Station. 
E. P. Klnch Cheese Factor?, 
Farmers * Gleaners Coop. Cr; 
Helena Cream Station, 
Sebewaing Creamery. 
Harbor Beach Cream Station, 



itindstone City Cream Station, 



HURON COUNTY'. 

O. E Snay, 
Rice Bros.. 
Poee Milk Co , 
J. Haley Co.. 

Port Huron Creamery Co.. 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co.. 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co- 
Port Huron Crearaerj- Co.. 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Theo Priemer. 

Ruth Creamery Co. <J. A. Myers), 
Ruth Creamery Co. (E. Zinger), 
Ruth Creamery Co. (Paul Wlock). 
Smith & Warner. 
Warner Dairy Co.. 
Warner Dairy Co.. 
Freeman Dairy Co., 
Fox River Butter Co.. 
Shedd Creamery Co. IG. Matbewsoni 
Shedd Creamery Co. (E, J. DeWiti). 
Medina County Creamery Co., 
Medina County Creamery Co.. 
E. F. Kincb. 
Joe Heaton. Met,. 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
H. G. Grassmann, 
Michigan Creamer}- Co.. 
Michigan Creamery Co.. 
Michigan Cresmerj- Co.. 
Wm. Sewcomb. Prop., 
Ira O. Trumbull, 
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Name. 

Onondaga Che^~se Faciory, 
Lansing C'onden.sed Milk Factory, 

Fltchburjf Cream Station, 
Onondai^a ("ream Station, 
Lansing C'ream Station, 
Mason C.'roam Station, 
Webberville ('ondensery. 
Williamston C^ream Station, 
Webberville C'ream Station, 
Mason Cream Station. 
Williamston Milk Station. 
Leslie Creamery, 
Capitol City Creamery Co., 
Peter Sikkenga Milk Depot, 
N. H. Winans & Sons, Milk Depot, 
Cottage ('reamery Co., 



Condensed Milk Factory, 
Ionia Creamery. 
Clarksville Creamery, 
Farmers Cooperative Creamery, 
Muir Cream Station, 
Lyons Cream Station, 
Portland Cream Station, 
Hubbardston Cream Station, 
Muir Cream Station, 
Colling Cream Station, 
Lake Odessa Cream Station, 
Muir Cream Station. 
Lake Odessa Cream Station. 
Lake Ode.ssa Cream Station, 
Portland Cream Station, 
Saranac Cream Station, 
Belding C dreamery. 
Portland Cream Station, 



Hale Cheese Factory. 
Tawas City C'reamery, 
Whiltemore Creamery, 
Mclvor Cream Station, 



Iron River Creamery. 
Crystal Falls Creamery Ass'n, 



lyOHAM COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

M. M. Moore, 

Borden's Condensed Milk Factory, 

lOH Hudson St.. 
Jackson Farm Produce Co., 
Jackson Farm Produce Co., 
Durand Creamery Co., 
A. M. Smith * (fo., 
Chapin-Sacks Mfg. Co., 
Fox River Butter Co., 
Fox River Butter Co.. 
Towars Wayne County Creamery, 
Detroit Creamery Co., 
E. J. Kneibehler, Prop., 
Kiepert & Barry, 
Peter Sikkenga, 
N. H. Winans k Sons. 
8U N. Cedar St., 

IONIA COUNTY. 

Lake Ode.<<.sa Milk Co., 

Austin & Darling, 

Clarksville Coop. Creamery Co., 

G. W. Potter, SecJV. 

Bishop's C-linton Co. Creamery, 

Bishop's Clinton Co. Creamery, 

Bishop's Clinton Co. Creamery, 

Durand C'reamery Co., 

Durand (dreamery Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Fox River Butter Co.. 

Towars Wayne (bounty Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne C^ounty Creamery, 

Frank O'Bryon, 

L. Barber & Co., 

IOSCO COUNTY. 

John G. Carey. 
Fahlselt & Moeller, 
Webb & Jenson, 
Twining Creamery, 

IRON COUNTY. 

Iron River Creamery Co., 
R. B. Webb. Mgr., 

ISABELLA COUNTY. 



Loomis Cream Station, 

Leaton Cream Station. 

Mt. Pleasant Condense<l Milk Factory, 

Rosebu.sh C'ream Station, 

Broomfield C'ream Station, 

Coe Cream Station. 

Mt. Pleasant C'ream Station, 

Rosebush ('ream Station, 

Shej)her(i C^ream Station, 

Weidman Oeuin Station, 

Winn C'ream Station. 

Wise Cream Station. 

Blanchard Creatn Station. 

Delwin C'ream Station, 

Blanchard Cream Station, 

Weidman C'ream Station. 

Brinton Twi). Cream Station, 

Coldwater Twp. C;ream Station, 



Vasold Bros. 


A Co., 


VjLsold Bros. 


& Co.. 


Borden's C;onden8ed Milk Co., 


Durand C'reamery Co., 


Swift & Co.. 




Swift & Co.. 




Swift & Co., 




.Swift & C'o.. 




Swift & c:o.. 




Swift A Co., 




Swift A C^o., 




Swift & Co., 




Swift & Co.. 




Swift A Co., 





Parma Creamery, 
Jackson C'ondensed Milk Factory, 
Jackson Farm Produce Co. Cry., 
Clarks Lake Cream Station, 
Horton C'ream Station, 
Roots Cream Station, 
Rives Junction Creani Station, 
Rives Junction Cream Station, 
Brooklyn C'reamery Co.. 
Springport Creani Station, 
Cfrystal Creamerv C'o., 
Lakeside Eli^in Butt«*r Co., 
Brooklyn C'ream Station, 
Elmer Bros. C-reamery. 
Jenkins Bros. C'reamery, 



L. Barber & Co., 
L. Barber & Co.. 
Geo. W. Skinner, 
Robert Si.sso, 

JACKSON COUNTY. 

Parma Butter Co., 
Borden's Condensed Milk Co., 
Jackson Farm Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 
Produce Co., 



Jackson Farm 
Jackson Farm 
Jackson Farm 
Jackson Farm 
Jackson Farm 
A. W. Brooks, 
A. M. Smith & Co 
E. S. Wilcox. Mer. 
J. M. Rohrer, Mgr., 
Medina County Cre 
Elmer Bros., 
Jenkins Bros. 



remaery Co., 



Poetoffice. 
Onondaga. 

New York. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Durand. 

Eaton Rapids. 

Webberville. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Leslie. 

Lansing. 

Lansing. 

Lansing. 

Lansing. 



Lake Odessa. 

Ionia. 

C:iark.sville. 

Saranac. 

St. Johns. 

St. Johns. 

St. Johns. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Belding. 

Edmore. 



Hale. 

Tawas C^ity. 
Whittemore. 
Twining. 



Iron River. 
Crystal Falls. 



Bay City. 

Bay City. 

Mt. Pleasant. 

Durand. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Edmore. 

Edmore. 

Lake, R. 2. 

Lake, R. 2. 



Parma. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jack.son. 

Jackson. 

Brooklyn, 

Eaton Rapids. 

C'oncord. 

Grass Lake. 

Detroit. 

Devereaux. 

Jackson. 
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Creamery, 221 £. Ransom St., 
Island Creamery, 
Kalamazoo Creamery Co., 
Creamery, 

Vicksburg Creamery, 
Schoolcraft Cream Station, 
Riverside Creamery, 
Warren J. Kendall Milk Depot, 
Wm. Reenders Milk Depot, 



KALAMAZOO COUNTY. 

Owner or manager. 

Dairymen's Milk Co., 

W. d. McCreary, 

H. W. Wicks. Mgr., 

Michigan Butter Co., 

Bishop Creamery Co., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Stafford & Whitney, 

Warren J. Kendall, 

Wm. Reenders, 635 Forest Ave., 



Postoffice. 

Kalamazoo. 

Schoolcraft. 

Kalamazoo. 

Kalamazoo. 

Buchanan. 

Detroit. 

Galesburg, 

Kalamazoo. 

Kalamazoo. 



Hunter Bros. Milk Depot, 
Kalkaska Cream Station, 
Sigma Cream Station. 
Darragh Cream Station, 
Kalkaska Cream Station, 
Sigma Cream Station, 



KALKASKA COUNTY. 

Hunter Bros., 

Traverse City Creamery Co., 

Swift «k Co., 

Sanitary Milk Co., 

Sanitary Milk Co., 

Sanitary Milk Co., 



South Boardman. 

Traverse City. 

Alma. 

Grand Rapids. 

Grand Rapids. 

Grand Rapids. 



Alto Creamery. 

Peerless Dairy Co.. 1140 Wealthy, S. E 

Blue Valley Creamery, 

Moseley Coop. Creamery Ass'n, Ltd., 

Caledonia Coop. Creamery Ass'n, Ltd., 

Sparta Creamery, 

Kent City Cheese Factoiy, 

Byron Center Creamery Co., 

Lowell Cream Station, 

Cedar Springs Creamery, 

Milk Depot, 916 Wealthy. 

Sand Lake Creamery. 

Milk Depot, 1209 Dunham St., 

Milk Depot. 1146 Wealthy S. E. 

Creamery 

Grand Rapids Creamery 

Creamery, 666 Lake Drive, 

Milk Depot, 1618 North St., 



KENT COUNTY. 

Alto Coop. Creamery Ass'n, Ltd., 

.G. W. Rhadans. Prop.. 

Blue Valley Creame^ Co., 

Harley A Pickens. Mgrs., 

A. Andersen, Mgr., 

Geo. S. King, Prop., 264 Sargeant St. 

Alfred A. Carlson, Prop., 

Louis J. Osinga. Mgr., 

Boyland Creamery Co.. 

('edar Springs Coop. Cry. Co., 

A. Vonk & Son, 

W. L. Bishop, 

Ada Dairy Co., 

Theo. Groothoff. 

Soet & Van Mulligain, 

Sanitary Milk Co., 

M. T. McNamara. 

J. A. Buffham, Jr., 



Alto. 

Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Lowell, R. 1. 
Caledonia, R. 1. 
, Hartford, Conn. 
Kent City. 
Byron Center. 
Grand Rapids. 
Cedar Springs. 
Grand Rapids. 
Sand Lake. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Kapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 



Chase Cream Station, 
Olivers Cream Station. 
Luther Creamery. 
Nirvana Cream Station, 



LAKE COUNTY. 

Shedd Creamery Co., 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Clare M. Baker. 
Sanitary Milk Co., 



Detroit. 
Detroit. 
Luther. 
Grand Rapids. 



Peoples Creamery, 
Lapeer County Creamery, 
Almont Creamery. 
King Mills Cream Station. 
North Branch Cream Station, 
Kings Mill Cream Station, 
Dryden Cream Station, 
Lum Cream Station, 
North Branch ('ream Station, 
Dryden Cream Station, 
Almont Cream Station. 
Imlay City Creamery, 
Imlay City Cream Station, 
Columbiaville Creamery, 

Clifford Creamery & Cheese Factory, 



LAPEER COUNTY. 

Stacey & Whitney, 

R. F. Frary, 

F. A. Chevrie. Prop., 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Towars Wayne C:)ounty Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Shedd Market Co.. 

T. B. Keyworth. Prop., 

W. H. McCormick & Son, 

Columbiaville Cooperative Dairy 

Produce Co., 
Amos L. Kinney, Prop., 



and 



North Branch. 

Lapeer. 

Almont. 

Port Huron. 

Port Huron. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroti. 

Detroit. 

Imlay City, 

Imlay City. 

Columbiaville. 
Clifford. 



Leelanau Twp. Farmers Club Cry., 
Cedar City Cream Station, 



LEELANAU COUNTY. 

Leelanau Twp. Farmers Club, 
Sanitary Milk Co., 



Northport. 
Grand Rapids. 



Addison Cheese Factory, 
Morenci Condensed Muk Factory, 
Cement City Cheese Factory, 
Seneca Cream Station, 
Adrian Condensed Milk Factory, 

15 



LENAWEE COUNTY. 

Central Supply Co., 

Ohio Dairy Co., 

M. L. Miller. 

Ohio Dairy Co., 

Van Camp Packing Co., 



Addison. 
Toledo, Ohio. 
Cement City. 
Toledo. Ohio. 
Adrian. 
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LENAWEE COUNTY.— Continued. 



Name. 



Cement City Cream Station, 

CadmuB Receiving Station, 

Ousted Cream Station, 

Bliasfield Creamery, 

EnniB Milk Station, 

Munson Milk Station, 

Sand Creek Milk Station, 

Macon Creamery Co., 

Adrian Creamery, J. C. Larsen. Mgr., 

Pentecost (>ream Station, 

Ridgeway Cream Station, 

Whitfora Twp. Cheese Factory, 

Onstead Clieese Factory, 

Morenci Cream Station, 

Ennis Cream Station, 

Hudson Condensed Milk Factory, 



Owner or Manager. 

Jackson Farm Produce Co., 

Clover Leaf Dairy Co., 

E. F. Campbell. 

E. C. Leeler, Mgr., 

Towars Wayne C'ounty Oeamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamer>', 

Towars Wayne C'ounty Creamery, 

G. A. MillH, Mgr.. 

National Dairy, 

Shedd Creamery Co., 

Medina County Creamery Co., 

A. L. Oilhouse, 

L. R. Connor. 

Ohio Dairy Co., 

Ohio Dairy Co., 

Helvetia Milk Condensing Co., 



Postofflce. 

Jackson. 

Toledo. Ohio. 

Homer. 

Blissfleld. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Macon. 

W. Toledo, Ohio. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Riga, R. F. D. 

Onsted. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Highland. lU. 



Cohoctah Cream Station, 
Howell Condensed Milk Factory, 
Cohoctah Cream Station, 
Hamburg Cream Station, 
Howell Cream Station, 
Lyndon Cheese Co., 
Fowlerville Cream Station, 
Gregory Cream Station, 
Pinckney Cream Station, 
Rushton Cream Station, 
Fowlerville Cream Station, 
Fowlerville Milk Station, 
Brighton Condensing Plant, 
Pinckney Milk Station, 



LIVINGSTON COUNTY. 

Flushing Butter Co., 

Borden's Condensed Milk Factors', 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Durand C-reamery Co., 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Samuel Boyce, Mgr., 

Fox River Butter Co.. 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamerj', 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 



Flushing. 

Howell. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Stockbridge. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 



McMillan Cream Station, 



LUCE COUNTY. 
Bridgemann-Russell Co., 



Hancock. 



Engadine Butter Factory, 



MACKINAC COUNTY 
W. J. Rapin, Mgr., 



Engadine. 



Romeo Elgin Creamery, 
Richmond Cream Station, 
Utica Cooperative Creamery Ass'n, 
Macomb Skimming Station, 
Disco Skimming Station, 
Waldenburg Skimming Station, 
Lenox Cream Station, 
New Haven Cream Station, 
Washington Cream Station, 
Oady Milk Station, 
Mt. Clemens MUk Station, 
Muttonville Milk Station, 
New Haven Milk Station, 
Utica Milk Station, 
John F. Gatz Creamery, 
Chesterfield Twp. Creamery, 
Cream Station, No. 1, 
Cream Station. No. 2, 
Waldenburg Station. No. 3, 
New Baltimore Creamery, 



MACOMB COUNTY. 

L. B. Crawford, Mgr., 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

E. J. Schwanbeck, 

Utica Coop. Creamery Ass'n, 

Utica Coop. Creamery Ass'n, 

Utica Coop. Creamery Ass'n, 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co.. 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

John F. Gatz, 

Chesterfield Creamery Co., 

Chesterfield Creamery Co., 

Chesterfield Creamery Co., 

Chesterfield Creamery Co.. 

New Baltimore Creamery Co., 



Romeo. 

Port Huron. 

Utica. 

Utica. 

Utica. 

Utica. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

Mt. Clemens. 

New Baltimore. 



Copemish Creamery Co., 
Safle Cream Station, 
Kaleva Cream Station, 
Alfred Hansen Milk Depot, 
Dublin Cream Station, 
Harlan Cream Station, 



MANISTEE COUNTY. 

C. M. Conklin, Mgr.. 
Copemish Creamery Co., 
Swift A Co., 

Alfred Hansen. 449 River St., 
Sanitary Milk Co.. 
Sanitary Milk Co., 



Copemish. 
Copemish. 
Alma. 
Mansitee. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 



Skandia Craemery Co. 
lahpeming Creamery. 



MARQUETTE COUNTY. 

Robert Shaw, Mgr., 
A. R. Meen, 



Skandia. 
Ishpeming. 
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MASON COUNTY. 



Name. 

Wiley Creamery. 
Alpha Creamery, 
Fountain Cream Station. 
Custer Cream Station, 
Freesoil Cheese Factory, 
Fountain Cream Station, 
Freesoil Cream Station, 
Fountain Cream Station, 
Millerton Cream Station, 



Remus Cooperative Creamery* 
Remus Cream Station, 
Remus Cream Station No. 2 
Mecosta Cream Station, 
Altona Cream Station. 
Barryton Cream Station, 
Big Rapids Cream Station, 
Mecosta Cream Station, 
Millbrook Cream Station, 
Remus Cream Station, 
Rodney Cream Station, 
Titus Cream Station. 
Morley Cream Station, 
Pogy Receiving Station, 
Stanwood Cream Station, 
Big Rapids Creamery, 
Mecosta Cream Station. 
Rodney Cream Station. 
Barryton Cream Station, 
Morley Cream Station. 
Millbrook Cream Station, 
Millbrook Cream Station, 
BigRapids Cream Station, 



Ingalls Cheese & Butter Factory, 
Pine Hill Farm Creamery, 
Stephenson Cry. <Sc Cheese Factory, 
I. X. L. Creamery Co., 
Wallace Creamery, 
Nadeau Bros. Creamery, 
Carney Cream Station, 
Wilson Cheese Factory, 
Arthur Elliott Cheese Factory, 
Spalding Cheese Factory, 
Whitney Creamery, 
Wilson Cheese Factory, 
Nadeau Twp. Cheese Factory, 
Daggett Creamery, 



Midland Creamery, 

Freeland Creamery, 

North Bradley Cream Station, 

Sanford Cream Station, 

PosyviUe Cream Station, 

Coleman Creamery, 

Sanford Cream Station, 

Midland Cream Station, 

Po83rville Cream Station, 

Coleman Cream Station, 

Larkln Cream Station, 

Lee Township Cream Station, 

Midland Milk Depot. 

Lee Township Cream Station, 



Missaukee Milk Depot, 
Merrltt Cream Station, 
Falmouth Cream Station, 
McBain Cream Station, 
Vogel Center Cream Station, 
Lake City Creamery Co., 
McBain Cream Station, 
Moddersville Cream Station, 
Prosper Cream Station, 
Lake City Crearn Station. 
Cutoheon Ci^ream Station, 
Missaukee Cream Station, 



Owner or Manager. 


Postofflce. 


Steve J. Szostakowaki, 


Scottville. 


Axel Kehlet, 


Ludington. 


D. W. Loucks. 


Fountain. 


Shedd Creamery Co., 


Detroit. 


Liccione &. DeMattia, 


Freesoil. 


Michigan Creamer}' Co., 


Saginaw. 


Tobey & Co., 


Freesoil. 


Sanitary Milk Co., 


Grand Rapids. 


Sanitary Milk Co., 


Grand Rapids. 


MECOSTA COUNTY. 




RemiiA Cooperative Ass'n, ' 


Remus. 


Remus Cooperative Ass'n, 


Remus. 


Remus Cooperative Ass'n, 


Remus. 


Remus Cooperative Ass'n. 


Remus. 


Swift A Co., 


Alma. 


Swift A Co., 


Alma. 


Swift & Co., 


Alma. 


Swift A Co., 


Alma. 


Swift A Co., 


Alma. 


Swift A Co.. 


Alma. 


Swift A Co.. 


Alma. 


Swift A Co., 


Alma. 


Swift A Co.. 


Alma. 


Evart Creamery, 


Evart. 


Swift A Co.. 


Alma. 


Model Cooperative Cry. Ass'n, 
L. Barber A Co., 


Big Rapids. 
Edmore. 


L. Barber A Co., 


Edmore. 


L. Barber A Co., 


Edmore. 


L. Barber A Co., 


Edmore. 


L. W. Harrison, 


Millbrook. 


E. Gingrich, 


Millbrook. 


Sanitary Milk Co., 


Grand Rapids. 


klENOMINEE COUNTY. 




Ira Carley. 
C. I. Cook, 


Ingalls. 


Menominee. 


H. E. Jahnke, 


Stephenson. 


R. M. Rasmussen, Lessee, 


HermansviUe. 


John H. Noppenberg, 


Wallace. 


Nadeau Bros., 


Nadeau. 


Bridgeman-Russell Co., 


Hancock. 


Adolph Trousil, 


Wilson. 


Arthur Elliott, 


Harris. 


N. Virch A R. Miller, 


Spalding. 
Escanaba. 


National Pole Co., 


John Boerschinger, 


Wilson. 


J. H. Hannon. 


Carney. 


T. H. Pasterski, Prop., 


Daggett. 


MIDLAND COUNTY. 




Vasold Bros. A Co., 


Bay City. 


Vasold Bros. A Co.. 


Bay City. 


Wm. H. A A. D. Childs, 


North Bradley. 


Vasold Bros. A Co., 


Midland. 


Vasold Bros. A Co., 


Midland. 


N, G. See, 


Coleman. 


C. H. Keyworth, 


Sanford. 


Michigan Creamerj' Co., 


Saginaw. 


Michigan Creamery Co., 


Saginaw. 


Michigan Creamery Co., 


Saginaw. 


Michigan Creamery Co., 
Vasold Bros A Co.. 


Saginaw. 


Midland. 


Harrison A Begeman, 


Midland. 


Kinzy Hunt, 


Midland. R. 5. 


MISSAUKEE COUNTY. 




Forquer Bros., 
Jay T. Hoard, 


Missaukee. 


Merritt. 


Durand Creamery Co., 


Durand. 


Durand Creamery Co., 


Durand. 


Durand Creamery Co., 


Durand. 


F. S. JankoRki, 


Lake City. ' 


Swift A Co., 


Alma. 


Swift A Co.. 


Alma. 


Swift A Co.. 


Alma. 


John Seafuse, 


Lake City. 


John Seafuse. 


Lake City. 


John Seafuse. 


Lake City. 
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Excelsior Creamery Co., 
Strasbure Skimming Station, 
Monroe Butter & Cnesse Factory, 
Stony Creek Skimming Station, 
LaSalle Skimming Station, 
Temperance Receiving Station, 
Scofield Cream S.ation, 
Dundee C'ream Station, 
Milan ("ream Station, 
Maybee Cream Station, 
Dundee ('ream Station, 
Maybee Cream Station, 
Petersburg Creamery, 
Carleton Cream Station, 
Maybee C'ream Station, 



MONROE ( OVNTY. 

Owner or manager. 

W. (J. Hoffman, 

Excelsior Cre'itrnt-ry Co., 

Monroe Butter A Ciiee«e Co., 

Monroe Butter & Cheese Co., 

Monroe Butter & Cheese Co., 

Clover Leaf Dairy Co., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Herbert Parquet te, 

Me<lina County Creamery Co., 

Medina County Creamery Co., 



Postofflce. 

Ida. 

Ida 

Monroe. 

Monroe. 

Monroe. 

Toledo, Ohio. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Petersburg. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 



Vickeryville Cheese Factory, 
Sheridan C'ream Station, 
Sidney Cheese Factory, 
Butternut Cheese Factory, 
Carson ('ity Cream Station, 
Crystal Oeam Station, 
Sheridan Creain Station, 
Coral Cream Station, 
Edmore Cream Station, 
Entrican C'ream Station, 
Howard CJity C^ream Station, 
Ferris Cream Station, 
Fishville C'ream Station, 
Lakeview Cream Station, 
Pierson Cream Station, 
Sidney C'ream Station, 
Six Lakes Cream Station, 
Stanton CJream Station, 
Trufant Cream Station, 
Vestaburg Cream Station, 
Farmers ( '©operative Creamery Co., 
Carson C'ity Cheese F"actory, 
McBride C'reamery, 
McBrides C'ream Station, 
Amble Creamery, 
Greenville Creamery, 
Stanton Cream Station. 
Montcalm C'ream Station, 
Trufant Cream Station, 
Greenville C'reamery, 
Lakeview Creamery, 
Edmore C'reamery, 
Wyman C'ream Station. 
Six Lakes Cream Station, 
Howard City Cream Station, 
Trufant Cream Station, 
Entrican Cream Station, 
Stanton C'ream Station, 
Wyman C'ream Station, 
Wyman Cream Station, 



MONTCALM COUNTY. 

M. C. Johnson, 

Bishop's Clinton C'reamery, 

N. G. Lamb. Mgr., 

H. J. Campbell, Prop., 

Durand Creamerj* Co., 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Durand C'reamery Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift A Co.. 

Swift A Co.. 

Swift & Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift A c:o.. 

Swift A Co.. 

Swift A Co.. 

Swift A Co.. 

Swift A Co., 

Swift A Co., 

Swift A C;o.. 

Swift A Co., 

W. G. French, Mgr., 

F. H. Miner, 

C:. H. Dopp, 

V. D. Perrj'. 

Amble C'reamery Co., Inc., 

Soren Peterson, 

Greenville Creamery, 

Greenville Creamery, 

Greenville C'reamery, 

Montcalm C'reamery Co., 

Frank Betty. 

L. Barber A Co., 

L. Barber A Co., 

L. Barber A Co., 

L. Barber A Co., 

L. Barber A Co., 

L. Barber A Co., 

L. Barber A Co.. 

James Murtaugh, 

M. Hoekstra, 



Vickeryville. 

St. Johns. 

Sidney. 

Butternut. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Coral. 

Carson City. 

McBrides. 

McBrides. 

Amble. 

Greenville, 

Greenville. 

Greenville. 

Greenville. 

Greenville. 

Lakeview. 

Edmore. 

Edmore. 

Edmore. 

Edmore. 

Edmore. 

Edmore. 

PMmore. 

Wyman. 

Wyman. 



Hillman Creamery, 
Atlanta Cream Station, 



MONTMORENCY COUNTY. 

R. J. Hunt, Mgr.. 
Seidel Creamery Co., 



Hillman. 
Bay City. 



Dalson A Nielson Milk Depot, 
Holton Creamery Co., 
White Lake Creamery Co., 
Milk Depot. 
Ravenna C dreamery, 
Peerless Creamery, 
Casnovia Cream Station, 



MUSKEGON COUNTY. 

Dalson A Nielson, 
Jacob Schmidt, Mgr.. 
Edward T. Rogers, Mgr., 
John Baars, 

Ravenna Inc. Butter Co., 
Fiester A Knudsen, 
Sanitary Milk Co., 



Muskegon. 

Holton. 

Montague. 

Muskegon. R. 3. 

Ravenna. 

Muskegon. 

Grand Rapids. 
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Ramona Cream Station, 
Sitka Cream Station, 
Aetna Cream Station, 
Brookside Cream Station, 
Brunswick Cream Station, 
Fremont Creamery Co., 
Newaygo Cream Station, 
Woodville Cream Station, 
White Cloud Creamery, 
Beaver Valley Creamery, 
Cream Station, 
Grant Creamery, 
Sheridan Twp. Creamery, 
Bishop Creamery Co., 
Rou^e River Creamery Co., 
Woodville Cream Station, 



NEWAYGO COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Holland Crystal Creamery, 

Holland Crystal Creamery, 

Holland Crystal Creamery, 

Holland Crystal Creamery, 

Holland Crystal Creamery, 

H. Rozema. Mgr., 

Swift & Co.. 

Swift & Co.. 

B. G. Asselin. Prop.. 

F. E. Townsend, Prop., 

A. Griswold & Son, 

Grant Creamery Co., 

Reeman Cooperative Creamery Co., 

John Dobbin, Mgr., 

J. Van der Molen, Mgr., 

Sanitary Milk Co., 



PostofHce. 

Holland 

Holland. 

Holland. 

Holland. 

Holland. 

Fremont. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

White Cloud. 

BItely. 

Fremont, R. 2. 

Grant. 

Reeman. 

Newaygo. 

Grant, R. 3. 

Grand Rapids. 



Willow Brook Cheese Factory, 
F. W. Yates Miik Depot. 
Farmington Cheese Factory, 
Novl Cneese Factory, 
Powers Cheese Factory, 
John Dickie Milk Depot, 
HoUv Cream Station, 
Davisburg Cream Station, 
Clarenceville Cream Station, 
New Hudson Cream Station, 
South Lyon Milk Station, 
Wixom Milk Station, 
Pontiac Creamery, 
Royal Oak Creamery, 



OAKLAND COUNTY. 

C. G. Freeman. 

F. W. Yates. 

Warner Dairy Co., 

Warner Dairy Co., 

Warner Dairy Co., 

John Dickie, 

Towars Wayne County Creunery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Keyser-Coleman Co., 

F. E. Springsteen, Prop., 



Pontiac. 

Rochester. 

Farmington. 

Farmington. 

Farmington. 

Farmington. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Pontiac. 

Royal Oak. 



Shelby Creamery, 
Ferry Creamery, 
Rothbury Creamery Co., 
New Era Creamery Co., 
Claybanks Cooperative Cry. Ass'n, 
Hesperia Cream Station, 



OCEANA COUNTY. 

Shelby Dairy Co., 
Shelby Dairy Co., 
J. L. Lindsay, Mgr., 
Geo. C. Myers, Mgr., 
J. W. Baker. M 
Sanitary Milk 



igr., 
Co., 



Shelby. 
Shelby. 
Rothbury. 
New Era. 
Montague, R. 1. 
Grand Rapids. 



West Branch Cream Station, 

Ogemaw Cheese Co., 

Prescott Cream Station, 

Rose City Creamery, 

West Branch Cream Station, 

West Branch Cream Station, 

West Branch R. F. D. Cream Station, 

Prescott Cream Station, 

West Branch Cream Station, 

Edwards Twp. Cream Station. 

Prescott Cream Station, 



OGEMAW COUNTY. 

Herbert Hennen, Mgr., 
W. R. Gilbert. Mgr.. 
Fox River Butter Co., 
W. A. Cook. 
The Halpin Creameries, 
Seidel Creamery Co., 
Seidel Creamery Co., 
R. N. Weishun, 
Fred Walker, 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Michigan Creamery Co., 



West Branch. 

Lupton. 

Detroit. 

Rose City. 

Vassar. 

Bay City. 

Bay City. 

Prescott. 

West Branch. 

Detroit. 

Saginaw. 



Bruces Crossing Cream Station, 
Paynesville Cream Station. 
Bruce Crossing Cream Station, 
Mass Cream Station. 
Paynesville Cream Station, 
Mass Creamery, 



ONTONAGON COUNTY. 

Carroll S. Brown, 
Bridgeman-Russell Co., 
Bridgeman-Russell Co., 
Bridgeman-Russell Co., 
Ishpeming Creamery Co., 
Mass Creamery Co., 



Bruces Crossing. 

Hancock. 

HsCncock. 

Hancock. 

Ishpeming. 

Mass. 



LeRoy Creamery, 
Hersey Creamery Co., 
Evart Cream Station, 
Dighton Cream Station, 
Marion Cream Station, 
Sylvan Cream Station, 
Dighton Cream Station, 
Marion Cream Station. 
Park Lake Cream Station, 



OSCEOLA COUNTY. 

W. A. Conry, 
F. D. Barberree, 
J. W. Davis Co., 
Durand Creamery Co., 
Durand Creamery Co., 
Durand Creamery Co., 
Swift A Co., 
Swift A Co., 
Swift A Co., 



LeRoy. 

Hersey. 

Evart. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 
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Reed Lake Cream Station, 
Tustin Cream Station, 
Ashton Cream Station, 
Orono Cream Station. 
Ashton Cream Station, 
Evart Cream Station, 
Tustin Cream Station. 
Marion Cooperative Creamery, 
Reed Citv Cream Station, 
Heraey Cream Station, 
EyUrt Cheese Factory, 
Tustin Cream Station, 



OSCEOLA COUNTY.— Continued. 

Owner or Manager. 

Swift & Co., 

Swift A Co.. 

J. C. HallatJay, 

Ray M. Eichenberg, 

Henry 8 wen, 

W. E. Titus. 

L. Barber & Co.. 

Marion Cooperative Creamery Co. 

Michigan Creamerj- Co., 

C. W. Blanchard. 

N. B. Horton, 

Sanitary Milk Co., 



Postofflce. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Ashton. 

Orono. 

Ashton. 

Evart. 

Edmore. 

Marion. 

Saginaw. 

Heraey. 

Evart. 

Grand Rapids. 



Kneeland Creamery, 
Oscoda County Creamery Co. 



OSCODA COUNTY. 

Beck & Stutesman, 
F. F. Stutesma, 



Mio. 
Fairview. 



Vanderbilt Cream Station, 
HaUock Cream Station, 
Vanderbilt Cream Station, 



OTSEGO COUNTY. 

Fox River Butter Co., 
Seidel Creamery Co., 
Seidel Creamery Co., 



Detroit. 
Bay City. 
Bay City. 



Holland Crystal Creamery, 
Noordeloos Cream Station, 
Allendale Creamery, 
Farmers Coop. Creamery Ass'n, 
Interurbaii Creamery Co., 
Vriesland Creamery Co., 
Milk Depot, 

Beaverdam Coop. Creamery Co., 
Crisp Creamery Co.. 
Jamestown Coop. Creamery Co., 
Jamestown Cream Station, 
Zeeland Cheese Factory, 
Blendon Skimming Station/ 
Harlem Skimming Station, 
Borculo Creamery, 
Banner Creamery, 
Drenthe Creamery Co., 
Bauer Creamery, 
Milk Depot. 806 Franklin St., 
Eastmanville Cream Station, 
West Dennison Cream Station, 
West Olive Cream Station, 



OTTAWA COUNTY. 

C. J. Lokker. Mgr., 
Holland Crystal Creamery, 
Allendale Cooperative Creamery Co., 
C J. Lazenby, Mgr., 

John Van Rhea, Mgr., 
M. Van Zoren, 
L. & W. Griswold. 

D. Bekins. Mgr., 

A. J. Nienhuis, Mgr-. 

Gerrit Yutema, ^lk^., 

Jamestown Coop. Creamery Co., 

Phenix Cheese Co., 

Phenix Cheese Co., 

Phenix Cheese Co., 

Borculo Creamery Co., 

Banner Creamery Co., 

R. Van Haitsma, Mgr., 

Bauer Creamery Co., 

John J. Middah, 

Grand Rapids Creamery Co., 

Grand Rapids Creamery Co.. 

Sanitary Milk Co., 



Holland. 
HoUand. 

Hudsonville. R. 1. 
Conklin. 

Hudsonville, R. 2. 
Vriesland, R. 4. 
Grand Haven. 
Zeeland. R. 2. 
Holland. R. 2. 
Hudsonville, R. 4. 
Hudsonville. R. 4. 
Zeeland. 
Zeeland. 
Zeeland. 
Zeeland, R. 1. 
Zeeland, R. 1. 
Zeeland. R. 4. 
Hudsonville. R. 1. 
Grand Haven. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapids. 
Grand Rapid.«. 



Millersburg Cre.am Station, 
Onaway Creamery, 
Milk Depot. 



PRESQUE ISLE COUNTY. 

Seidel Creamery Co., 
L. K. & H. N. Cady, 
Thos. H. Yarch, 



Bay City. 
Onaway. 
Rogers City. 



Roscommon Cream Statioif, 



ROSCOMMON COUNTY. 
Seidel Creamery Co., 



Bay City. 



Gera Creamery, 

Buena Vista Cheese Co., 

Oakley Cream Station. 

Chesaning Cream Station, 

Brant Center Cream Station, 

Frankenmuth Clieese Factory, 

New Lathrop No. 1 Cream Station, 

Fenmore Cream Station, 

Merrill Cream Station, 

Union Cheese Mfg. Co., 

Frankemnuth Cheese Mfg. Co., 

Frankenmuth Cheese Factory, 

Blackmar Cheese Co., 

St. Charles Cream Station, 

Parker Dairy Co., Milk Depot, 

Frankentrost Creamery, 

Oakley C^reamery, 

Brant Cheese Factory. 

Saginaw Creamery, 

Saginaw Creamery. 

Marion Springs Cream Station, 



S.\GINAW COUNTY. 

John A. Rogner, 

Leonard Baumgartner, 

Flushing Butter Co.. 

Flushing Butter Co., 

Flushing Butter Co.. 

Hubinger Bros., 

Maple Grove Elgin Butter Factory, 

Durand C'rearaery Co., 

Swift * Co., 

C, Schwarzkoop, Mgr., 

L. Hubinger. Mgr.. 

Chas. G. Christens, Prop., 

W. A. Judd, Mgr.. 

Medina Co. Creamery Co., 

C. H. Parker, Mgr.. 

Mathias Jansen, Mgr., 

Rundell Bros., 

T. A. Cook, 

Saginaw Creamery Co., 

Michigan Creamery Co., 

Flushing Butter Co., 



Gera. 

Saginaw R. 4. 

Flushii»g. 

Flushing. 

Flushing. 

Frankenmuth. 

New Lathrop, R. 1. 

Durand. 

Alma. 

Frankenmuth, R. 2. 

Frankenmuth. 

Saginaw. 

Fosters, R. 1. 

Detroit. 

Saginaw. 

Saginaw, R. 4. 

Owosso. 

Brant. 

Saginaw. 

Saginaw. 

Flushing. 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 



119 



Name. 

Croswell Creamery, 
Croewell Cream Station. 
Greenleaf Creamery Co., 
Union Creamery ('o., 
Brown City Cream Station, 
Cash Cream Station, 
Carsonville Cream Station, 
Croswell Cream Station, 
Decker Cream Station, 
DeckerviUe Cream Station, 
Melvin Cream Station. 
Minden City Cream Station, 
Sandusky Cream Station, 
Snover Cream Station. 
Valley Center Cream Station, 
Forestville Cream Station, 
Port Sanilac Cream Station. 
Croswell Cream Station, 
Shabbona Creamery, 
Marlette Creamery, 
Elmer Creamery, 
Downinf ton Cheese Factory, 
Brown City Cream Station, 
Forestville Cream Station, 
Roseburg Butter Co.. 
DeckervUle Cream Station, 
McGregor Cream Station, 
McGregor Cream Station, 
McGregor Cream Station, 
Decker Cream Station, 
Greenleaf Cream Station, 
Marlette Cream Station. 
Peck ('ream Station, 
Brown ("ity Cream Station, 
Minden Citv Creamery, 
Forestville Cream Station, 



SANILAC COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

Croswell Creamery Co., 
Croswell CTreamery Co., 
A. McCallum, Mgr.. 
Frank S. Burgess. Mgr., 
Port Huron ( rearaerj- Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron C'reamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamerj' Co., 
Port Huron C'reamerj' Co., 
Port Huron C'reamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamerj' Co., 
Port Huron C-reamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Ruth Creamery Co., 
Fox River Butter Co., 
Towars Wayne County Cry., 
Shabbona Creamery Co., 
Shabbona Creamery Co., 
Shabbona Creamery Co., 
Henry W. Muir. 
Shedu Creamery Co., 
Medina County Cr5^ Co., 
Roseburg Butter Co., 
Jas. M. G. Moffatt, 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Shedd Creamery Co.. 
Port Huron Creamery Co., 
Seidel Creamery Co., 
Shwld Creamery Co., 
King Bros., 

Michigan Creamery Co., 
Michigan Creamery Co., 
A. C.Digby, 
Minden City Creamery, 



Postofflce. 

Croswell. 
('roswell. 
Cass City, R. 
Deckerville. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Port Huron. 
Ruth. 
Detroit. 
Detroit. 
Shabbona. 
Shabbona. 
Shabbona. 
Deckerville. 
Detroit. 
Detroit. 
Yale. 

Deckerville. 
Detroit. 
Detroit. 
Port Huron. 
Bay City. 
Detroit. 
Marlette. 
Saginaw. 
Saginaw. 
Mmden City.. 
Minden City. 



1. 



Gennfask Cream Station, 



SCHOOLCRAFT COUNTY. 
Bridgeman-Russell Co., 



Hancock. 



Henderson Cheese Factory, 
Garland Cheese Factory. 
Vernon Cream Station. 
Shaftsburg Cream Station, 
Henderson Butter Co.. 
Durand C^reamery (^o.. 
Byron Cream Station, 
Corunna Cream Station. 
Easton Cream Station. 
New Lathrop Cream Station, 
Owosso C'Team Station. 
Shaftsburg Cream Station, 
Vernon (-ream Station, 
Morris Creamery, 
Byron Cream Station, 
Laingsburg Cream Station, 
Lennon Creamery Co., 
Imperial Cheese Factory, 
Owosso Condensed Milk Factory, 
Perry Cheese & Butter Factory, 
Owosso Cream Station, 



SHIAWASSEE COUNTY. 

(Central Supply Co., 

Carland Cheese Co., 

Flushing Butter Co., 

Flushing Butter Co., 

.1. W. Epton, 

.1. E. Bender, Mgr., 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Durand C'reamery Co., 

Durand C^reamery Co., 

Durand Creamery Co.. 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Durand Creamery Co., 

Bishop C'reamery C^o., 

Swift & Co., 

Swift & Co.. 

D. M. Reardon, Mgr., 

MacLaren Imperial Cheese Co., Ltd., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

The Halpin Creameries, 

Rundell Bros., 



Addison. 

Carland. 

Flushing. 

Flushing. 

Henderson. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Durand. 

Buchanan. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Lennon. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Vassar. 

Owosso. 



Capac Cream Station, 
Pine Grove Cheese Co., 
Locust Lawn Creamery, 
Germania Cheese Factory, 
Review Cheese Factory, 
Avoca Cream Station, 
Berville Cream Station, 
Bums Cream Station. 
Belle River Cream Station, 
Columbus Cream Station, 
Jeddo Cream Station. 
Kimball Cream Station, 
Lambs Cream Station, 
Memphis Cream Station, 



ST. CLAIR COUNTY. 

L. R. Gladdford. 
Andrew Hahn, 
L. D. Cole, 
F. J. Haug Co., 
August Kaatz, 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron C'reamery 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron Creamery 
Port Huron Creamery 





Capac. 




Marine City, 




Blaine. 




Marine City. 




Marine City. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co., 


Port Huron. 


Co.. 


Port Huron. 



R. 3. 
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Smith Creek C'ream Station, 
St. Clair Creamery. 
Hillside Skimming Station, 
Yale Cream Station. 
Emmet* Cream Station, 
Emmet t Cream Station, 
Dovle Cream Station. 
Yale Cream Station. 
Avoca Cream Station. 
Riley Center Cream Station, 
Capac Cream Station, 
Maple Grove Cheese Factory, 
Avoca Cream Station, 
Meyers Oeam Station, 
Kochs Cream Station, 



ST. CLAIR COUNTY.— Continued. 

Owner or Manager. 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 
- Chas. H. Otter, Pron.. 
St. Clair Creamery Co., 
Freeman Dairy Co.. 
Towars Wayne County Creamery, 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Shedd Creamery (>o., 
Shedd Creamery Co., 
Medina County Creamery Co., 
Jos. Babel, Mgr., 
John A. Batten, 
Chesterfield ('reamery Co., 
Chesterfield Creamery Co., 



PastoflRce. 

Port Huron. 

St. Clair. 

St. ('lair. 

Flint. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Marine City, R. 3. 

Avoca. 

Chesterfield. 

Chesterfield. 



Moore Park C^ream Station, 
Constantine Cream Station, 
White Pigeon Oeam Station, 
Howardsville Cream Station, 
Chamberlain Cream Station, 
Colon Creamery' Co., 
White Pigeon Creamery, 
Moore Park Cream Station, 
Burr Oak Cream Station, 
Centerville Cream Station, 
Colon Cream Station, 
Burr Oak Cream Station, 
Sturgis Dairj' Co, Milk Depot, 
Constantine Coop. Creamery Co., 
*Sturgis Cream Station, 



ST. JOSEPH COUNTY. 

South Bend Creamery Co., 

South Bend Creamery Co., 

South l^end Creamery Co., 

South Bend Creamery Co., 

South Bend Creamery Co., 

D. L. Akey, Mgr., 

Parker & Lambert, 

Michigan Butter Co., 

Jackson Farm Produce Co., 

Jackson Farm Produce Co., 

Jackson Farm Prodyce Co., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Siefert Bros., 

C. A. Brody, Mgr., 

Sturgis Dairy Co., 



South Bend, Ind. 

South Bend. Ind. 

South Bend, Ind. 

South Bend, Ind. 

South Bend, Ind. 

Colon. 

White Pigeon. 

Kalamazoo. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Jackson. 

Detroit. 

Sturgis. 

Constantine. 

Sturgis. 



Mayville Butter * C^heese Co., 
Stone Road C'heese Co., 
Tuscola C'heese Co., 
Arbela Cheese Co., 
Mayville Creamery Co., 
Ricnville Cheese & Butter Co., 
Silverwood Creamery &. Cheese Fac., 
Juniata Cream Station, 
Kingston Cream Station, 
Gagetown Cheese Factory, 
Vassar Cream Station, 
Millington Cream Station, 
Kingston Cream Station, 
Vassar Creamery, 
Millington Cream Station, 
Sharpsville Cream Station, 
Thumb Creamery (Caro), 
Cass City Creamery, 
Fairgrove Creamery, 
Falrgrove Cream Station, 
Kingston Creamery, 



TUSCOLA COUNTY. 

J. F. Cartwright & Sons, 

J. C. Keinath, Mgr., 

G. W. Dimond, Mgr., 

J. A. Picket, 

Geo. Gormsen, Mgr., 

J. L. Ortner, Mgr., 

A. L. Rice, 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

Port Huron Creamery Co., 

Warner Dairy Co., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

R. J. Smith, 

The Halpin Creameries, 

The Halpin Creameries, 

Seidel Creamery Co., 

Thumb Cooperative Creamery Co., 

Thumb Cooperative Creamery Co., 

Findlay Bros., 

Michigan Creamery Co., 

Kingston Butter Co., 



Mayville. 

Millington, R. 

Tuscola. 

Millineton, R. 

Mayvule. 

Ricnville. 

Silverwood. 

Port Huron, 

Port Huron. 

Farmington. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Kingston. 

Vassar. 

Vassar. 

Bay City. 

Caro. 

Caro. 

Fairgrove. 

Saginaw. 

Kingston. 



Gobleville Creamery Co., 
Walker Creamery Co., 
Berlamont Skimming Station, 
Base Line Cheese Factory, 
G. Carroll Rosa Creamery, 
Decatur Creamery, 
Paw Paw Cream Station, 
Lawrence Cooperative Cry. Co., 
Bangor Creamery, _ 

Nathan F. Simpson & Son Cry., 



VAN BUREN COUNTY. 

C. D. Morgan, Mgr., 

W. T. Ferrell, Mgr., 

Walker Creamery Co., 

Lynn Reid, 

G. Carroll Ross. 

M. S. Thomas, Mgr , 

Michi^n Butter Co., 

Dana Bennett, Mgr., 

Wood & Trim, 

Nathan F. Simpson & Son, 



Gobleville. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

Bloomingdale. 

South Haven. 

Decatur. 

Kalamazoo. 

Lawrence. 

Bangor. 

Hartford. 
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Chelsea Cream Station, 
Dexter Cream Station 
Chelsea Cream Station, 
Dexter Cream Station, 
Fosters Creamery Milk Station* 
Whittaker Milk Station, 
Milan Milk Station. 
Saline Milk Station, 
Stonv Creek Skimming Station, 
Ypsilanti Creamery, 
Ann Arbor Creamery, 
Milan Creamery, 
Manchester Creamery Co., 
Saline Creamery, 



WASHTENAW COUNTY. 

Owner or Manager. 

J. S. Cummings, 
J. S. Cummings, 
Towars Wayne County 
Towars Wayne County 
Towars Wayne County 
Towara Wayne County 
Detroit Creamery Co., 
Detroit Creamery Co., 
Ypsilanti Dairy Ass'n, 
Ypsilanti Dairy Ass'n, 
Tom Hankln, 
Lamkin A Allen, 
R. G. Sorter, 
Saline Creamery Co., 



Creamery, 
Creamery, 
Creamery, 
Creamery, 



Postofflce. 

Chelsea. 

Chelsea. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Ypsilanti. 

Ypsilanti. 

Ann Arbor. 

Milan. 

Manchester. 

Saline. 



Louis C. Fritz Creamery, 

Detroit Creamery, 26 Market St., 

Milk Depot, 

Gabel Creamery, 816 Oakland Ave., 

Beech Milk Station, 

Denton Milk Station, 

Newberg Milk Station (Plymouth), 

Sand HOI (Redford) MUk Station, 

Detroit Milk Station, 

Detroit Creamery, Caas A Gd. Rlyer, 

BelleviUe Milk Station, 

Canton Milk Station, 

Cherry Hill Milk Station, 

Ehn Milk Station, 

Flat Rock Milk Station. 

Hand Cream Station, 

Holland Milk Station. 

Perrinsvllle Milk Station, 

Plymouth Milk Station, 

Preston Milk Station, 

Stark Milk Station. 

Clarenceville Milk Depot, 

Detroit Creamery, 

Medina Creamery, 

Flat Rock Cream Station, 

Highland Park Creamery Co., 

Frank R. Smith, Creamery, 

Mill Road Milk House, 

Belle Branch Milk Station, 

Dearborn Milk Station, 

Inkster Milk Station, 

Wallaceyille Milk Station, 

Cream Depot. 507 Grand River Aye., 

Evergreen Cream Station (Redford), 

Ideal Creamery , 

Cherry Hill Skimming Station, 

Wyandotte Creamery, 

Fred C, Koch Creamery, 



WAYNE COUNTY. 

Louis C. Frits, 182 Amdt St., 

Fox River Butter Co., 

E. M. Starkweather, 

Philip Gabel, Mgr., 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Towars Wayne County Creamery, 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Detroit Creamery Co., 

Elmer Dohany, 

Shedd Creamery Co., 

Medina County Creamery Co., 

Medina County Creamery Co., 

Geo. D. Brown, Mgr., 

Geo. D. Brown, 63 Melrose Ave., 

John Schlaff, 267 Tillman Ave., 

John Schlaff. 277 Tillman Ave., 

John Schlaff, 277 Tillman Ave., 

John Schlaff, 277 Tillman Ave., 

John Schlaff, 277 Tillman Ave., 

Artie Ice Cream Co., 

Artie Ice Cream Co., 

Ideal Creamery Co.. 396 Antietam, 

Ypsilanti Dairy Ass'n, 

Lyman Johnson, 

Fred C. Koch, 



Detroit. 

Detroit. 

NorthviUe. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Farmington. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Highland Park. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Detroit. 

Ypsilanti. 

Wyandotte. 

Wyandotte. 



Cadillac Ice Cream Co. Station, 
Buckley Cream Station, 
Boon Cream Station, 
Cadillac Cream Station, 
Meeick Creamery, 
Wexford Cream Station, 
Buckley Cream Station, 
Cadillac Milk Depot, 



WEXFORD COUNTY. 

H. H. Geer. 

Swift A Co., 

Swift A Co., 

Swift & Co., 

Smith A Bassett, 

Swift A Co.. 

Sanitary Milk Co.. 

Sanitary Milk Products Co., 



Cadillac. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Alma. 

Mesick. 

Alma. 

Grand Rapids. 

. Cadillac. 
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COMMISSION MERCHANTS. 

Under Act No. 184, Public Acts of 1913 all commission merchants in 
the State must obtain a license from this Department on the tenth day 
of October in each year. The law provides that any shipper who feels 
aggrieved over a transaction with any licensed commission man in the 
State, may make complaint of his grievance to this Department and it 
becomes the duty of the Department to investigate the grievance and 
if possible to obtain a satisfactory settlement between the parties. 

The law further provides that if the commission merchant has been a 
party of any wrong doing toward any of his customers, the Dairy and 
Food Commissioner may revoke his license. 

The following are the names and addresses of commission merchants 
licensed under the Act for the year beginning October 10, 1915 : 

John Carroll, 113-115 Third St., Bav Citv \ 
Powers & Kessler, 115 3rd St., Bav Cit^'. 
A. B. Perkins Co., Ill 3rd St., Bay City. 
Frank Wise, 374-370 High St., East, Detroit. 
Bart P. White & Co., 411 East High St., Detroit. 
J. H. Geymann & Bro., 388 East High St., Detroit. 
H. M. Weil & Co., 24 Market St., Detroit. 
Wm. L. Benjamin, 471 Gratiot Ave., Detroit. 
Chas. Brown & Co., 14-lG Market St., Detroit. 
Market Commission Co., 22 Market St., Detroit. 

E. M. Cole & Bro., 413 Russell St., Detroit. 
Curro & Marchi, 8-10 Market St., Detroit. 
Shamii Brothers, 355 Russell St., Detroit. 
Naumann Commission (^o., 30 Market St., Detroit. 

A. J. Bloomgarden, 33 West Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

John J. Uller, 415 Russell St., Detroit. 

William Stocker & Sons, 383 Russell St., Detroit. 

D. O. Wilev & Co., 20 N. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

Fielding A'^Kniflan, 433 Winder St., Detroit. 

Detroit Beef Co., 523 Adelaide St., Detroit. 

Chas. W. Rudd & Son, 31 W. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

Riopelle Market Co., 43G-450 Riopelle St., Detroit. 

R. Hirt, Jr., 34-36 Market St., Detroit. 

Brown Produce Co., 372 E. High St., Detroit. 

A. Jacobs & Co., 24 ^\. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

Harris & Throop, 777 Michigan Ave., Detroit. 

Edward Read & Son, 26 W. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

Geo. L. Collins & Co., 29 W\ Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

J. H. Rickard Co., 27 W. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

F. P. Reynolds & Co., 40 Griswold St., Detroit. 
Griggs-FuUer & Co., 30 W. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 
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James N. Rose, 496 18th St., Detroit. 

Fred Nagel & Son, 514-516 18th St., Detroit. 

Purse Bros., 32 Market St., Detroit. 

Weil Turnbull & Co., 19 W. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

F. C. Kohs, 484 18th St., Detroit. 

Newhall Market (^o., 480-482 Kiopelle St., Detroit. 

Smith Poultry & Egg Co., 26 Western Market, Detroit. 

Ben B. Swartz, 373 Russell St., Detroit.. 

Theodore P. Ladue, 41 W. Woodbridge St., Detroit. 

H. L. Walsh Co., 8th St. and M. C. Rv., Detroit. 

Carter & Lehr, 512 18th St., Detroit. 

F. E. Bertrand & Co., 42 Western Market, Detroit. 

F. J. Schaflfer & Co., 398 E. High St., Detroit. 

Chas. Snitz, 391 Russell St., Detroit. 

Peter S. Scanlon & Sons, 46 Western Market, Detroit. 

L. H. Lahue & Co., 530 18th St., Detroit. 

Benj. Schwartz, 32 Western Market, Detroit. 

Hayes & B^nauff, 454 Riopelle St., Detroit. 

Rufus B. Holmes Co., 405 E. High St., Detroit. 

A. C. Mann & Co., 474 Kiopelle St., Detroit. 

Welch & Gamble, 8 Ionia St., S. W., Grand Rapids. 

John G. Doan, 311 Ionia Ave., S. W., Grand Rapids. 

M. Piowaty & Sons, 36-40 Ottawa Ave., N. W., Grand Rapids. 

Kalamazoo Cold Storage Co., Kalamazoo. 

Swindell-Taylor Co., 429 N. Church St., Kalamazoo. 

Michigan Butter & Egg Co., 701 Kalamazoo St., East, Lansing. 

J. H. Rose Company, 209 N. Cedar St., Lansing. 

M. Piowaty & Sons, 532 Michigan Ave. East, Lansing. 

Carpenter Cook Co., Menominee. 

M. Piowaty & Sons, 10-12-14 Terrace St., Muskegon. 

Spangler, Davis & Co., 101 N. Water St., Saginaw. 

H. B. Burdick Seed House, 101 E. Genesee, Saginaw. 

Schwartz Bros., 108-110 N. Water St., Saginaw. 
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STATEMENT OF PROSECUTIONS. 

FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1916. 

Cases pending July 1, 1915 67 

Cases pending on i^peal 1 

Cases commenced during fiscal year 104 

CASES DISPOSED OF. 

Before examining magistrates: 

Defendants bound over 18 

Defendants discharged 9 

In trial courts: 

Defendants convicted 99 

Defendants acquitted 7 

Cases pending July 1, 1916 47 



COURT PROCEEDINGS. 

FISCAL YEAR ENDING JUNE 30, 1916. 



CASE NO. 861. 

PEOPLE vs. ISAAC VAN WESTENHBUGQE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated lard. 

In police court, city of Grand Rapids. May 5, 1913: Complaint made. May 
6, 1913: Examination held. June 26, 1913: Defendant convicted. Case appealed 
and pending. 

CASE NO 873. 

PEOPLE VS. ISAAC VAN WE8TENBRUGGE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated lard. 

In police court, city of Grand Rapids. June 9, 1913: Complaint made. June 
18, 1913: Examination held. Bound over to superior court for trial. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Placed on probation. 

CASE NO. 1093. 

PEOPLE VS. F. G. LAFEB. 

Charge: Deceptive advertising. 

In police court, city of Detroit. April 1, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
bound over to recorder's court for trial. Case pending. 

17 
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CASE NO. 1094. 

PEOPLE VS. F. a. LAFEB. 

Cliarge: Deceptive advertising. 

In police court, city of Detroit. April 1, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
bound ov6r to recorder's court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1126. 

PEOPLE vs. DELL A. CHBISTT. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing an excessive amount of cereal. 

In Justice court of Wayne: May 27, 1914: Complaint made. June 4, .1914: 
Defendant bound over to recorder's court for trial. March 7, 1916: Case dis- 
continued. 

CASE NO. 1133. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN A. PETERS. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Detroit. June 8, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
bound oyer to recorder's court for trial. Defendant convicted. Sentence sus- 
pended awaiting appeal. March 7, 1916: Appeal abandoned. Fined $200. 

CASE NO. 1164. 
« 

PEOPLE vs. SMITH A LAKE. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, city of Petoskey. July 6, 1914: Complaint made. Case dis- 
missed. 

CASE NO. 1167. 

PEOPLE vs. FRANK WALTMAN. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City: July 7, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1168. 

PEOPLE vs. PAUL WALTER. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1169. 

PEOPLE vs. ED. L. BAUMOARTEN. 

m 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1170. 

PEOPLE VS. CONRAD OUNTERMAN. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. Defendant 
waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 
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■ CASE NO. 1171. 

PEOPLE VS. GABL INEHN. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. Bound 
over to circuit court for trial. December 15, 1914: Defendant convicted. Case 
appealed to supreme court. January 3, 1916: Conviction affirmed by supreme' 
court. 

CASE NO. 1172. 

PEOPLE VS. GEO. ZIMMEB. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. July 29, 
1914: Defendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for 
trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1173. 

PEOPLE VS. CHA8. C. SCHLT.TZ. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. July 29, 
1914: Defendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for 
trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1174. 

PEOPLE vs. STANLBTT WOJCDECHOWSKI. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. July 29, 
1914: Defendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for 
trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1175. 

PEOPLE vs. VALENTINE HADTNSKI. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. July 29, 
1914: Defendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for 
trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1176. 

PEOPLE vs. JOSEPH BUDZINSKI. 

Charge: felling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Bay City. July 7, 1914: Complaint made. July 29, 
1914: Defendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for 
trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1201. 

PEOPLE VS. lONATZ W. GABOULA. 

Charge: Selling champhor liniment not in conformity with legal requirements. 

In police court, city of Detroit. August 4, 1914: Complaint made. August 

14, 1914: Defendant bound over to recorder's court for trial. Case dismissed. 
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CASE NO. 1202. 

PEOPLE VS. HENBY BARBER. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In justice court, city of Cheboygan. August 4, 1914: Complaint made. August 
27, 1914: Defendant boUnd over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1244. 

PEOPLE VS. FRANK H. MILKS. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, city of Grayling. September 10, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Case 
dismissed. 

CASE NO. 1249. 

PBOPLE VS. WM. E. HAZELL. 

Charge: Not stamping sausage containing cereal. 

In justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. 
Bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1251. 

PEOPLE vs. CHRIS NILSON. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1252. 

PEOPLE VS. W. J. GABRTSIAC. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing cereal without stamping. 
In justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1253. 

PEOPLE vs. JOHN B. MARKOWSKL 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1254. 

PEOPLE VS. LOTJIS T. ST. ONGB. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In justice court, city of Alpena. September 14, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1255. 

PEOPLE VS. M. A. SHUBEBT. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing cereal without stamping. 
In justice court, city of Alpena. September 14, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 
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CASE NO. 1256. 

PEOPLE VS. J. LOUIS ST. JOHN. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1257. 

PEOPLE VS. DAN DUCHENE. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1258. 

PEOPLE vs. ALBERT KBUGEB. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1260. 

PEOPLE VS. J. WALLS & SON. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing cereal without stamping. 
In justice court, city of Alpena. September 17, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1261. 

PEOPLE vs. WM. H. BEBK. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated butter. 

In police court, city of Detroit September 18, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant bound over to recorder's court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1289. 

PEOPLE VS. FELSPAUGH BROS. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Grand Rapids. October 27, 1914: Complaint made. 
November 15, 1914: Defendant bound over to superior court for trial. September 
16, 1915: Defendant convicted. Fined $100 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1290. 

PEOPLE VS. JACOB VEBSCHOOB. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In police court, city of Grand Rapids. October 27, 1914: Complaint made. 
November 6, 1914: Defendant bound over to superior court for trial. January 
10, 1916: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $11 costs. 

CASE NO. 1298. 

PEOPLE vs. FRANK NOA. 

Charge: Using excessive cereal in the manufacture of sausage. 

In justice court, city of Gaylord. November 11, 1914: Complaint made. De- 
fendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Case 
pending. 
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CASE NO. 1307. 



PEOPLE VS. OHAS. MOBAL. 

Charge: SeUiag colored oleomargarine for butter. 
In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: 
pending. 



Complaint made. Case 



CASE NO. 1308. 

PEOPLE VS. TH08. M. FAUST, PBOP. WHITE FRONT. 

Charge: Selling colored oleomargarine for butter. 

In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: Complaint made. Case 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1309. 



PEOPLE VS. C. L. PIZLET. 



Charge: Selling colored oleomargarine. 
In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914; 
ber 29, 1914: Examination held. Case pending. 



Complaint made. Deoem- 



CASE NO. 1310. 



PEOPLE VS. H. B. MILES. 



Charge: Selling oleomargarine for butter. 
In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: 
pending. 



Complaint made. Case 



CASE NO. 1311. 



PEOPLE vs. FRANK AREXS. 



Charge: Selling colored oleomargarine for butter. 

In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: Complaint made. Case 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1312. 



PEOPLE vs. W. H. GREEX. 



Charge: Selling colored oleomargarine for butter. 
In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: 
pending. 



Complaint made. Case 



CASE NO. 1313. 



PEOPLE vs. FBFJ) RAULO. 

Charge: Selling oleomargarine artificially colored. 
In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: 
pending. 



Complaint made. Case 



CASE NO. 1314. 



PEOPLE VS. WM. LEWIS. 

Charge: Selling oleomargarine artificially colored. 
In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: 
pending. 



Complaint made. Case 
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CASE NO. 1315. 

PEOPLE VS. ALEX. M. WBIGHT. 

Charge: Selling oleomargarine artificially colored. 

In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: Complaint made. Caae 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1316. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN B. SALKS. 

Charge: Selling oleomargarine artificially colored. 

In police court, city of Detroit. November 28, 1914: Complaint made. Case 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1331. 

PEOPLE VS. jOJUBD E. TBUMAN. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, village of White Cloud. December 3, 1914: Complaint made. 
Defendant bound over to circuit court for trial. January 14, 1916: Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended for one year. 

CASE NO. 1364. 

PEOPLE VS. CLEM BBE>VEB. 

Charge: Using excessive cereal in the manufacture of sausage. 

In justice court, city of Ithaca. January 5, 1915: Complaint made. January 
6, 1915: Defendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court 
for trial. 

CASE NO. 1375. 

PEOPLE vs. FRANK C. HOLMES & SON. 

Charge: Selling food in package form without net weight stamped thereon. 
In justice court, city of Alpena. January 15, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended. 

CASE NO. 1386. 

PEOPLE VS. ELI BATCBOFT. 

Charge: Selling decomposed and rotten eggs. 

In Justice court of Ithaca. February 3, 1915: Complaint made. February 

23, 1915: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. March 22, 
1916: Defendant convicted. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1399. 

PEOPLE vs. GEO. E. MCKENZIE. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In justice court of Gaylord. April 2, 1915: Complaint made. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1400. 

PEOPLE VS. BOBEBT SHAFEB. 

Charge: Selling infected confectionery. 

In justice court, city of Petoskey. August 9, 1915: Complaint made. April 

24, 1915: Defendant bound over to circuit court for trial. Defendant entered 
a plea of guilty. Fined $26. 
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CASE NO. 1412. 

PEOPLE VS. CHAS. HOLX. 

Charge: Violation of weights and measures law. 

In police court, city of Kalamazoo. May 12, 1915: Complaint made. June 
16, 1916: Defendant pleaded not guilty. Case nolle prossed. 

CASE NO. 1415. 

PEOPLE VS. ALEX VELLAMAN. 

Charge: Deceptive advertising. 

In police court, city of Kalamazoo. May 24, 1915: Complaint made. June 
2, 1915: Examination held. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1424. 

PEOPLE VS. H. O. SMITH. 

Charge: Sale of illegal scale. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. June 8, 1915: Complaint made. August 
25, 1915: Defendant acquitted. 

CASE NO. 1425. 

PEOPLE VS. FRANK BINISKI. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary meat market. 

In Justice court, city of Calumet. June 11, 1915: Complaint made. June 
28, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1427. 

PEOPLE VS. ALBERT PHILLIPS. 

Charge: Sale of unwholesome meat. 

In recorder's court, «lty of Detroit. June 18, 1915: Complaint made. July 
13, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. 

CASE NO. 1432. 

PEOPLE VS. DICK BANYON. 

Charge: Selling Hamburg containing sulphites. 

In Justice court, city of Benton Harbor. June 22, 1915: Complaint made. 
August 25, 1915: Case dismissed. 

CASE NO. 1441. 

PEOPI£ VS. JAMES GBIES. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, of Standish. June 24, 1915: Complaint made. July 7, 1915: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1443. 

PEOPLE VS. HABBON A SON. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated linseed oil. 

In Justice court, city of Charlevoix. June 26, 1915: Complaint made. July 
22, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25. 
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CASE NO. 1448. 

PEOPLE VS. WM. ISAAC. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, city of Sault Ste. Marie. July 1, 1915: Complaint made. 
July 20, 1915: Examination held. February 4, 1916: Defendant convicted. 
Fined $40 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1449. 

PEOPLE VS. D. E. TUBNEB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated linseed oil. 

In justice court, city of Sault Ste. Marie. July 1, 1915: Complaint made. 
July 20, 1915: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. January 
11, 1916: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1450. 

PEOPLE VS. WILLLAM BAGLEY. 

Charge: Selling unwholesome veal. 

.In police court, city of Detroit. July 2, 1915: Complaint made. July 16, 1915: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25. 

CASE NO. 1451. 

PEOPLE vs. H. H. UmENTHAL. 

Charge: Misbranding onion crates. 

In Justice court, city of Battle Creek. July 13, 1915: Complaint made. July 
21, 1915: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. Defendant 
acquitted. 

CASE NO. 1452. 

PEOPLE VS. GEO. PETTEBS, JB. 

Charge: Feeding flesh of old, decrepit and infirm animals. 
In Justice court, city of St. Johns. July 15, 1915: Complaint made. Defend- 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1453. 

PEOPLE vs. OLIVER TBEADEAU. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Standish. July 19, 1915: Complaint made. July 20, 
1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1454. 

PEOPLE VS. T. GBESBCKL 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Standish. July 19, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $6 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 1455. 

PEOPLE VS. A. C. KISIVALL. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Standish. July 19» 1915: Complaint made. July 
20, 1915: Defendant. entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended on payment 
of costs. 

CASE NO. 1456. 

PEOPLE VS. TONY BOBOLIBKI, 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Standish. July 19, 1915: Complaint made. July 20, 
1915: Defendant entererd a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1457. 

PEOPLE VS. WM. P. WEBB. 

Charge: Selling hamburg steak containing sulphites. 

In police court, city of Pontiac. July 20, 1915: Complaint made. December 
4, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended on payment of 
costs. 

CASE NO. 1458. 

PEOPLE VS. 0. B. EATON. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In justice court, village of Lake Odessa. July 22, 1915: Complaint made. 
July 23, 1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined 
$10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1459. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN A. SALES. 

Charge: Selling hamburg steak containing sulphites. 

In police court, city of Detroit. July 24, 1915: Complaint made. July 30, 
1915: Defendant bound over to recorder's court for trial. September 20, 1916: 
Defendant convicted. Fined $25. 

CASE NO. 1460. 

PEOPLE VS. MAUBICE BEABDON. 

Charge: Selling hamburg steak containing sulphites. 

In police court, city of Detroit. July 24, 1915: Complaint made. July 30, 
1915: Examination held. Bound over to recorder's court for trial. September 
20, 1915: Defendant convicted. Fined $25. 

CASE NO. 1461. 

PEOPLE VS. HABIB SHAMIE. 

Charge: Selling potatoes short weight. 

In police court, city of Detroit. July 24, 1915: Complaint made. Action ^sus- 
pended. Defendant on probation. 
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CASE NO. 1462. 

PEOPLE VS. SA31 IGBEM, MOB. FOB B. HAMADY. 

Charge: Shipping dirty ice cream cans. 

In justice court, Indian Fields Twp., Tuscola county. July 27, 1915: Com- 
plaint made. July 27, 1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of 
guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1463. 

PEOPLE VS. CABL SALONSKE. 

Charge: Sale of hamburg steak containing sulphites. 

In justice court, city of St. Joseph. July 29, 1915: Complaint made. De* 
fendant waived examination and was bound over to circuit court for trial. Sep- 
tember 13, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1464. 

PEOPLE VS. HABBY JACOBSON. 

Charge: Sale of diseased meat. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. August 5, 1915: Complaint made. August 

13, 1915: Pjxamination held. Defendant bound over to circuit court for trial. 
Case dismissed by prosecutor. 

CASE NO. 1465. 

PBOPL£ VS. EMIL TBUDEAU. 

Charge: Selling potatoes short weight. 

In justice court, city of Manlstique. August 6, 1915: Complaint made. August 

14, 1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20 
and costs. 

CASE NO. 1466. 

PEOPLE VS. EBNEST TYSON (BAZLEY CASH MABKET). 

Charge: Selling tainted meat. 

In justice court, city of Battle Creek. August 9, 1915: Complaint made. 
August 17, 1915: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. 

CASE NO. 1467. 

PEOPLE VS. J. J. LAMBEBT. 

Charge: Selling adulterated linseed oil. 

In justice court, city of Bay City. August 11, 1915: Complaint made. Aug. 
11, 1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 
and costs. 

CASE NO. 1468. 

PEOPLE vs. E. L. LANOWOBTHY. 

Charge: Shipping dirty ice cream cans. 

In justice court of Linden. August 12, 1915: Complaint made. August 12, 
1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and 
costs. 
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CASE NO. 1469. 

PEOPLE VS. PETEE ANDEBSON. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In justice court, city of Grand Haven. September 3, 1915: Complaint made. 
September 3, 1915: Defendant convicted. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1470. 

PEOPLE VS. CIIAS. JOHNSON. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In Justice court, city of Grand Haven. September 3, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant convicted. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1471. 

PEOPLE vs. FRANK L. FRENCH (ECKEL DRUG CO.). 

Charge: Selling Tr. iodine not in conformity with U. S. P. requirements. 
In Justice court, city of Petoskey. September 9, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1472. 

PEOPLE VS. M. DORNBOS. 

■ 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In justice court of Riverside. September 10, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1473. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN HTRACHAN. 

Charge: Shipping dirty ice cream cans. 

In Justice court, city of Ionia. September 10, 1915: Complaint made. De« 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1474. 

PEOPLE vs. TONY MISTRELLA. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In justice court, city of St. Joseph. September 10, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1475. 

PEOPLE vs. SIMON I. CATSICOPOULU8 (PARISIAN CAFE). 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Marquette. September 10, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1476. 

PEOPLE vs. JACOB J. SCHUYLER. 

Charge: Shipping dirty ice cream cans. 

In justice court, city of Jackson. September 13, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended. 
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CASE NO. 1477. 

PEOPUJ VS. NIELS HANSON. 

Charge: Selling potatoes short weight. 

In Justice court, city of Negaunee. September 15, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20 and costs. Fine remitted on 
payment of costs. 

CASE NO. 1478. 

PEOPLE VS. :martin curtin. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In justice court, of Elkton. September 16. 1915: Complaint made. Defend- 
ant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1479. 

PEOPLE vs. ED. HAZZABD. 

Charge: Selling potatoes short weight. 

In police court, city of Jackson. September 17, 1915: Complaint made. Sep- 
tember 27, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20. 

CASE NO. 1480. 

PEOPLE VS. HOMEB FBAZIER. 

Charge: Selling potatoes short weight. 

In police court, city of Jackson. September 17, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $13.99 costs. 

CASE NO. 1481. 

PEOPLE VS. J. MUTTER. 

Charge: Shipping dirty ice cream cans. 

In justice court of Clare. September 22, 1915: Complaint made. September 
24, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1482. 

PEOPLE VS. ED. L. CARB. 

Charge: Sale of sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In Justice court, city of Owosso. September 23, 1915. Complaint made. Octo- 
ber 4, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10. 

CASE NO. 1483. 

PEOPLE vs. NATE B. SMITH & CO. 

Charge: Selling potatoes short weight. 

In Justice court, city of Durand. September 23, 1915: Complaint made. Sep- 
tember 24, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20. 

CASE NO. 1484. 

PEOPLE VS. GILBERT ELLEBTON. 

Charge: Having in possession with intent to sell rotten or decomposed meat. 

In police court, city of Detroit. September 24, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
5, 1915: Bound over to recorder's court for trial. November 5, 1915: Defendant 
acquitted. 
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CASE NO. 1486. 

PEOPLE VS. L. B. BENTON. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In police court, city of Jackson. September 27, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1486. 

PEOPLE VS. C. C. SMYTHS. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In police court, city of Jackson. September 27, 1915: Complaint made. Oct 
8, 1915: Defendant convicted. Fined $23.37 costs. 

CASE NO. 1487. 

PEOPLE vs. L. J. BUDGE OF BBAVEBTON. 

Charge: Shipping unwashed ice cream cans. 

In justice court of Gladwin. September 28, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended. 

CASE NO. 1488. 

PEOPLE VS. ALBEBT TIDEY. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 1, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
21, 1915: Defendant convicted. Fined $5 and costs. Case appealed to circuit 
court. Jury disagree. 

CASE NO. 1489. 

PEOPLE VS. C. FBDEBIGHI. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 1, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
20, 1915: Defendant convicted. Fined $5 and costs. Case appealed to circuit 
court. Defendant convicted. Appealed to supreme court. June 8, 1916: Re- 
versed. 

CASE NO. 1490. 

PEOPLE VS. FBED KBIEGES. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 1, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
26, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $9.35 fine and costs. 

CASE NO. 1491. 

PEOPLE vs. JAKE SCIIAUS8. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 1, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
26, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fine and costs $9.35. 
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CASE NO. 1492. 

PEOPLE V8. FRANK KIBLEB. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 1, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
26, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fine and costs |9.35. 

CASE NO. 1493. 

PEOPLE VS. PEBOY H. LEGO. 

Charge: Selling hamburg steak containing sulphurous acid or salts thereof. 

In Justice court, city of Pontiac October 4, 1915: Complaint made. Decem- 
ber 4, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended on pay- 
ment of costs. 

CASE NO. 1494. 

PEOPLE VS. CHAS. NELDBETT. 

Charge: Selling hamburg steak containing sulphurous acid or salts thereof. 

In Justice court, city of Pontiac. October 4, 1915: Complaint made. Decem- 
ber 4, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended on pay- 
ment of costs. 

CASE NO. 1495. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN CADY. 

Charge: Selling decomposed or rotten eggs. 

In Justice court, city of Battle Creek. October 7, 1915: Complaint made. 
November 5, 1915: Examination held. March 14, 1916: Defendant convicted. 
Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1496. 

PEOPLE VS. DAVID BOSENTUAL. 

Charge: Selling imitation benedictine for benedictine. 

In police court, city of Detroit. October 20, 1915: Complaint made. Novem- 
ber 5, 1915: ESxamination held. Bound over to recorder's court for trial. February 
19, 1916: Defendant acquitted. 

CASE NO. 1497. 

PEOPLE VS. C. M. GU8TAIN. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the 'faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 22, 1915: Complaint made. Oct. 
22, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Paid $9.35 fine and costs. 

CASE NO. 1498. 

PEOPLE VS. FBANK OATLIPP. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 22, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Paid $10.55 fine and costs. 
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CASE NO. 1499. 

PEOPLE VS. EMPIRE FRUIT FARM. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

. In justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 22, 1915: Complaint made. Case 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1500. 

PEOPLE VS. GILES A. WEBB. 

Charge: Selling hamburg steak containing sulphurous or salts thereof. 

In Justice court, city of Pontiac. October 28, 1915: Complaint made. Decem- 
ber 4, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended on pay- 
ment of costs. 

CASE NO. 1501. 

PEOPLE vs. N. E. CAN NULLA. 

Charge: Packing peaches so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In justice court, city of St. Joseph. October 29, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Pined |6.95 costs. 

CASE NO. 1502. 

PEOPLE VS. MICHAEL N. LEHNEB. 

Charge: Obstructing an inspector in the performance of his duty. 
In Justice court, village of Kalkaska. November 3, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |5. 

CASE NO. 1503. 

PEOPLE vs. H. L. IIORTON. 

Charge: Selling diseased hog for food. 

In justice court, city of Traverse City. November 4, 1915: Complaint made. 
December 24, 1915: Defendant acquitted. 

CASE NO. 1504. 

PEOPLE VS. HARRY MAWRENCE. 

Charge: Having in possession and using a false weighing scale. 
In justice court of Calumet. November 11, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20 and costs. 

CASE* NO. 1505. 

PEOPLE VS. GEO. DEBOER. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In justice court, city of Zeeland. November 16, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1506. 

PEOPLE VS. A. P. JOHNSTON. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In justice court, city of Zeeland. November 16, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 1507. 

PEOPLE VS. MABTIN BOBINBON. 

Charge: Selling spirits nitre not in conformity with U. S. P. requirements. 

In police court, city of Detroit. November 16, 1915: Complaint made. Novem- 
ber 30, 1915: Examination held. Bound over to recorder's court for trial. 
March 14, 1916: Case withdrawn, defendant having gone out of business. 

CASE NO. 1508. 

PEOPLE VS. THEO. A. COOK. 

Charge: Failure to pay registration fee. 

In Justice court, of Chesaning. November 17, 1915: Complaint made. Novem- 
ber 18, 1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined f50 
and costs. 

CASE NO. 1509. 

PEOPLE VS. AUGUST SEMEBLING. 

Charge: Conducting insanitary dairy. 

In Justice court, of Bessemer. November 23, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1510. 

PEOPLE vs. GEO. OIGNEB. 

Charge: Maintaining a nuisance. 

In justice court, city of Traverse City. December 7, 1915: Examination held. 
Bound over to circuit court for trial. December 24, 1915: Defendant acquitted. 

CASE NO. 1511. 

PEOPLE vs. CHAS. SHEEB. 

Charge: Inaccurate measuring. 

In justice court, of Newberry. December 1, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1512. 

PEOPLE VS. ED. S. TAYLOB. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing cereal and not stamping same. 
In justice court, city of Sault Ste. Marie. December 3, 1915: Complaint made. 
February 4, 1916: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |40 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1513. 

PEOPLE VS. J. MEINECKE. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Saginaw. December 6, 1915: Complaint made. Decem- 
ber 7, 1915: Examination held. Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 
and costs. 

CASE NO. 1514. 

PEOPLE VS. J. KOFF. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Saginaw. December 6, 1915: Complaint made. Decem- 
ber 7, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |13 and costs. 

19 
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CASE NO. 1515. 

PEOPLE VS. WM. 8H0EMJLKEB. 

Charge: Selling adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Saginaw. December 6, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $22 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1516. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN J. BUELLE. 

Charge: Using liquid quart measure for measuring cranberries. 
In Justice court, city of Houghton. December 10, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |20 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1517. 

PEOPLE VS. ORESCENT CANDT CO. 

Charge: Failure to stamp net weight on packages. 

In Justice court, city of Manistee. December 16, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1518. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN BORNCEL 

Charge: Having in possession with intent to sell immature veal. 
In Justice court, city of Manistee. December 17, 1915: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $45 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1519. 

PEOPLE VS. EDW. W. BECKETT. 

Charge: Selling hamburg >6teak containing sulphites. 

In Justice court, of Sandusky. December 29, 1915: Complaint made. Case 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1520. 

PEOPLE VS. PETER MENEGRI. 

Charge: Using false scale. 

In Justice court, city of Traverse City. October 8, 1915: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1521. 

PEOPLE VS. R. HELLEN6A. 

Charge: Packing apples so that the faced or shown surface gave a false 
representation of the contents of the basket. 

In Justice court, city of Battle Creek. December 10, 1915: Complaint made. 
December 11, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1522. 

PEOPLE VS. ROBERT ^^C' MANAS. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, city of Battle Creek. December 13, 1915: Complaint made. 
December 17, 1915: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. 
December 21, 1915: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended for 
one year on payment of costs. 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 147 

CASE NO. 1523. 

PEOPLE VS. AMOS TURNEB. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In justice court, of Lake Linden. January 6, 1916: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1524. 

PEOPLE VS. ABTHrR 8YM0N8. 

Charge: Selling milk from in.sanitary dairy. 

In justice court of Calumet. January 5, 1916: Complaint made. February 
12, 1916: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |10 and costs. Fine re- 
mitted on payment of costs. 

CASE NO. 1525. 

PEOPLE vs. WM. SAWYER. 

Charge: Feeding turkeys forcibly to increase weight. 

In justice court, city of Sault Ste Marie. January 1, 1916: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentenced to spend 25 days in jail. 

CASE NO. 1526. 

^ PEOPLE vs. EDWIN FALLAS. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated vinegar. 

In justice court, city of Ionia. January 19, 1916: Complaint made. February 
12, 1916: Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1527. 

PEOPLE vs. JOHN PAULOS. 

Charge: Manufacturing ice cream without state license. 

In justice court, city of Ishpeming. January 17, 1916: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1528. 

PEOPLE VS. (5. L. HURST. 

Charge: Selling sausage containing excessive cereal. 

In recorder's court, city of Saginaw. February 3, 1916: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fin^d $100 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1529. 

PEOPLE VS. WM. DUKE. 

Charge: Selling diseased beef: 

In police court, city of Sault Ste. Marie. February 4, 1916: Complaint made. 
Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1530. 

PEOPLE VS. HENRY FITZ. 

Charge: Illegal and deceptive advertising. 

In justice court, city of Battle Creek. February 1, 1916: Complaint made. 
February 4, 1916: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. 
March 10, 1916: Defendant convicted. Fined $50 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 1531. 

PEOPLE VS. JOHN CAROLLO. 

Charge: Conducting an insanitary dairy. 

In justice court of Iron Mountain. March 3, 1916. Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |6 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1532. 

PBOPLE VS. GEORGE SERB. 

Charge: Selling diseased meat. 

In Justice court of Corunna. March 8, 1916: Complaint made. March 8, 1916: 
Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1533. 

PEOPLE vs. JOSEPH STARK. 

Charge: Sale of diseased meat. 

In municipal court, of Owosso. March 14, 1916: Complaint made. March 
15, 1916: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1534. 

PEOPLE vs. JOHN CAMERON. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In Justice court, of Standish. March 15, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $15 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1535. 

PEOPLE vs. JACOB VEENSTRA. 

Charge: Violation insanitary milk law. 

In justice court, city of Battle Creek. March 18, 1916: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1536. 

PEOPLE VS. LOUIS SAARI. 

Charge: Selling milk from insanitary dairy. 

In justice court, city of Houghton. March 22, 1916: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $1.00 and costs. Fine remitted. 

CASE NO. 1537. 

PEOPLE vs. JACOB GORDON. 

Charge: Selling apples short measure. 

In Justice court of Iron River. April 6, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1538. 

PEOPLE vs. ED. ST. JOHNS. 

Charge: Sale of insanitary milk. 

In justice court, city of Battle Creek. April 11, 1916: Complaint made. De* 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Sentence suspended for 6 months on payment of 
$4.20 costs. 
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CASE NO. 1539. 

PEOPLE VS. CABL CBEBASSA. 

Charge: Conducting insanitary meat market. 

In justice court of L'Anse. April 12, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant enter- 
ed a plea of guilty. Fined |25 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1540. 

PBOPLE vs. P. M. BESH. 

Charge: Sale of insanitary cream. 

In justice court, city of Battle Creek. April 17, 1916: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $5 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1541. 

PEOPLE VS. ARTHUR PAPKE. 

Charge: Sale of milk from insanitary dairy. 

In Justice court, city of Houghton. April 17, 1916: Complaint made. De- 
fendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $1 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1542. 

PEOPLE VS. LLOYD C. BROWN. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated cream. 

In justice court, city of Port Huron. April 24. 1916: Complaint made. May 
5, 1916: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 

CASE NO. 1543. 

PEOPLE vs. JOHN MAYER. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In justice court, city of Monroe. April 24, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined |10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1544. 

PEOPLE vs. JAKE CHRISTNER. 

Charge: Sale of adulterated milk. 

In justice court of Elkton. April 26, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant enter- 
ed a plea of guilty. Fined $10 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1545. 

PEOPLE vs. J. C. HEYN. 

Charge: Failure to stamp sausage which contained cereal. 

In recorder's court, city of Saginaw. May 5, 1916: Complaint made. May 6, 
1916: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. May 29, 1916: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined |100. 

CASE NO. 1546. 

PEOPLE VS. JOS. PAV7LISKI. 

Charge: Sale of potatoes which were short weight. 

In justice court of Calumet. May 5, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant enter- 
ed a plea of guilty. Fined |20 and costs. 
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CASE NO. 1547. 

PEOPLE VS. F. L. ROSEBOURN. 

Charge: Using excessive cereal in sausage. 

In police court, city of Detroit. May 6, 1916: Complaint made. May 16, 1916: 
Examination held. Bound over to recorder's court for trial June 23, 1916: 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Plea taken under advisement. 

CASE NO. 1548. 

PEOPLE vs. F. J. SMITH. 

Charge: Delivering short weight. 

In Justice court, city of Sault Ste. Marie. June 3, 1916: Complaint made. 
Defendant entered a plea of guilty. Fined $20 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1549. 

PEOPLE VS. WALTER J. KLEES. 

Charge: Sale of colored bleomargarine. 

In Justice court, of Highland Park. June 6, 1916: Complaint made. Case 
pending. 

CASE NO. 1550. 

PEOPLE VS. HOMER W. CRAWFORD. 

Charge: Sale of diseased meat. 

In justice court, of Munising. June 28, 1916: Complaint made. Defendant 
entered a plea of guilty. Fined $50 and costs. 

CASE NO. 1551. 

PEX)PLE VS. EDWARD GOULD, AGENT FOR ABMOUR & CO. 

Charge: Sale of infected pork. 

In justice court, city of Battle Creek. June 21, 1916: Complaint made. July 
21, 1916: Examination held. Bound over to circuit court for trial. Case pending. 



FINANCIAL STATEMENT 



FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 

Prom July 1, 1915, to June 30, 1916. 

Funds available July 1, 1915 135,000 00 

Fees collected for registration of creameries, cheese factories, cream 

stations, etc 5,005 00 

Fees collected for concentrated feeding stuffs 460 00 

Fees collected for milk dealers' licenses 2,024 00 

Fees collected for ice cream manufacturers' licenses 1,865 00 

Fees collected for commission merchants' licenses 1,840 00 

Fees collected for carbonated beverage licenses .' 1,410 00 

Fees collected for syrup and extract licenses 155 00 

Miscellaneous 6 12 



DISBUBSBMENTS. 



$47,765 12 



James W. Helme, Commissioner, salary $2,000 00 

Burr B. Lincoln, Deputy Commissioner, salary 1,500 00 

F. L. Shannon, State Analyst, salary 2,000 00 

M. J. Smith, Chief Clerk, salary 1,600 00 

L. H. Van Wormer, Assistant Chemist, salary 13 04 

Ida M. Harris, Clerk, salary 1,100 00 

Pauline Phillips, Clerk, salary 940 00 

Gladys Dame, Clerk, salary 940 00 

E. H. Shuler, Clerk, salary 180 00 

W. C. Geagley, Clerk, salary 1,100 00 

Nan Childs, Clerk, salary 1,108 20 

Iva Shuler, Clerk, salary 71 52 

Waldo L. Scovili, Clerk, salary 925 00 

H. D. Wendt, Clerk, salary 1,022 50 

Lillian Pomeroy, Clerk, salary 940 00 

Ruth Hoare, Clerk, salary 660 00 

Irene Cole, Clerk, salary 128 00 

Ruth Whitman, Clerk, salary 7 00 

Charlotte Marshall, Clerk, salary 96 77 

C. V. Jones, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

John T. Rowe, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

James E. Helber, Regular Inspector, salary . . . .* 1,000 00 

Wm. J. Mickel, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

Russell E. Woodruff, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

Chas. R. Webb, Regular Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

F. M. Dillon, Regular Inspector, salary 750 00 

Eugene P. Berry, Regular Inspector, salary 989 03 

H. D. Wendt, Special Inspector, salary 159 00 

John P. Fetz, Special Inspector, salary 864 00 

Myra C. Wheelan, Special Inspector, salary 942 00 

F. M. Dillon, Special Inspector, salary 237 00 

Geo. H. Lannen, Special Inspector, salary 237 00 

Thos. J. Kelly, Special Inspector, salary 942 00 

O. M. Edson, Special Inspector, salary 705 00 

E. J. Friar, Special Inspector, salary 18 00 

A. A. Greer, Special Inspector, salary 54 00 
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Edmund Sauve, Special Inspector, salary $33 00 

Theo. N. Eiler, Special Inspector, salary 195 00 

Postage 1,425 10 

Chemicals, laboratory supplies, etc 1,241 23 

General expense (see statement following) 11,740 71 

By balance 4,901 02 



$47,765 12 



•OENERAI^ EXPENSE INCLUDES. 

James W. Helme, expenses $292 04 

Burr B. Lincoln, expenses 466 64 

F. L. Shannon, expenses 130 64 

L. H. Van Wormer, expenses 17 40 

M. J. Smith, expenses 10 95 

E. H. Shuler, expenses 14 41 

W. C. Geagley, expenses 183 87 

W. L. Scovill, expenses 91 03 

C. V. Jones, expenses 1,016 89 

John T. Rowe, expenses 781 67 

James E. Helber, expenses 762 22 

Wm. J. Mickel, expenses 765 32 

R. E. Woodruff, expenses 768 00 

Chas. R. Webb, expenses 1,046 30 

John P. Fetz, expenses 593 97 

Myra C. Wheelan, expenses 154 03 

F. M. Dillon, expenses 264 60 

Geo. H. Lannen, expenses 99 00 

Eugene P. Berry, expenses 198 50 

Thos. J. Kelly, expenses 1,028 38 

O. M. Edson, expenses 575 25 

Fred G. Barnard, expenses 73 87 

Theo. N. Eiler, expenses 99 87 

Edwin J. Friar, expenses 7 38 

A. A. Greer, expenses 66 05 

Express 198 00 

Message (telephone and telegraph) 298 11 

Weights and measures 398 84 

Miscellaneous 561 93 



$11,740 71 



*Thls includes expenses for entire fiscal year, some of which was paid after 
July 1st but incurred previous to that date. 
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DRUG INSPECTION. 

From July 1, 1915, to June ZO, 1916. 
Funds available July 1, 191J5 $6»000 00 

DISBUBSEME17TS. 

A. R. Todd, Drug Analyst, salary , $1,624 40 

M. A. Jones, Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

Chas. A. Bugbee, Inspector, salary 1,000 00 

A. R. Todd, expenses 210 54 

Chas. A. Bugbee, expenses 982 30 

M. A. Jones, expenses 825 94 

By balance ; 356 82 

$6,000 00 



LAWS AND DECISIONS 



LAWS OF MICHIGAN. 

RELATIVE TO 

INSPECTION AND ADULTERATION OF FOODS AND DRUGS. 



POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION. 

AN ACT to provide for the appointm-ent of a Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner, and to define his powers and duties and fix his compensation. 

(Act No. 211, Public Acts, 1893.) 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

1. (C. L., 4973) Section 1. That within thirty days after this act 
shall take effect, the Governor by and with the consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a snitable person to be Dairy and Food Commissioner, 
which office is hereby created, and which commissioner so appointed shall 
hold his office until the first day of Januarj', one thousand eight hun- 
dred and ninety-five and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 
At the next regular session of the legislature and every two years there- 
after, the Governor, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint a Dairy and Food Commissioner, who shall hold his office 
for the term of two years from the first day of January in the year of 
his appointment and until his successor is appointed and qualified. 

2. (C. L., 4974) Sec. 2. The governor shall have power to remove 
such commissioner at anv time in his discretion ; but the reasons for such 
removal shall be laid before the Senate at the next regular or special 
session of the legislature thereafter, and in case of a vacancy in the office 
of commissioner from any cause, the Governor may appoint another per- 
son to fill the same. 

3. (C. L., 4975) Sec. 3. Before entering upon the duties of his 
office, the person so appointed shall make, subscribe, and file in the office 
of the Secretarv' of State, an oath of office in the form prescribed by 
section one of article eighteen of the constitution of this State, and 
shall enter into bonds with the people of the State of Michigan in the 
sum of ten thousand dollars, with sureties to be approved by the Gov- 
ernor, conditioned for the faithful performance of his duties. 

4. (C. L., 4976) Sec. 4. Said commissioner shall receive an annual 
salary of two thousand dollars. The said commissioner is hereby author- 
ized and empowered, by and with the advice and consent of the gov- 
ernor, to appoint a deputy commissioner. The salary of the deputy com- 
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missiouer shall be fifteen hundred dollars per annum. The said commis- 
sioner may also appoint eight regular inspectors, who shall receive an 
annual salary not to exceed one thousand dollars per year, and such 
other special inspectors as the proper performance of the duties of the 
office may require, which specal inspectors shall be paid not to exceed 
three dollars per day for the time actually employed: Provided, That 
the whole sum paid to such special inspectors shall not exceed the income 
to said department derived from registration fees provided by law. The 
persons so appointed shall have power to administer oaths in all mat- 
ters relative to the dairy and food laws and shall take and subscribe 
the constitutional oath of oflSce and file the same in the office of the 
secretary of state; and they shall hold office during the pleasure of the 
commissioner. The inspectors shall have the same right of access to 
the places to be inspected as the said commissioner or his deputy. The 
commissioner shall appoint such clerks as he may deem necessary for 
the transaction of the business of his office. The salaries and expenses 
authorized by this section shall be for the unexpired part of the fiscal 
year ending June thirty, nineteen hundred five, and each fiscal year 
thereafter. Said salaries are to be paid monthly on the warrant of the 
auditor general. The actual and necessary expenses of the commis- 
sioner, deputy and inspectors, in the performance of their official duties, 
shall be audited by the state board of auditors and paid upon the war- 
rant of the auditor general. Such compensation and expenses shall be 
certified, audited and paid in the same manner as salaries and expenses 
paid similar officers. The deputy commissioner and regular inspectors 
shall enter into bonds with the people of the state of Michigan in the 
sum of one thousand dollars each, with sureties to be approved by the 
commissioner, conditioned for the faithful performance of their respec- 
tive duties. The board of state auditors shall provide office room', and 
the necessary furniture and fixtures and the necessary stationery, sup- 
plies and printing for the conducting of the business of said commis- 
sionet", on his application to said board therefor. Said office shall be 
and remain in the city of Lansing. 

[Am. by Act No. 245. P. A. 1896. Am. by Act No. 164. P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 186. P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 230, P. A. 1903. Am. by Act No. 12. P. A. 
1905. Am. by Act No. 18, P. A. 1913.] 

5. (C. L., 4977) Sec. 5. The commissioner, by and with the consent 
of the Governor, shall appoint a suitable and competent person as State 
Analyst, who shall be a practical analytical chemist. The commissioner, in 
like manner, may appoint an assistant chemist. Before entering upon the 
duties of their offices, the analyst and assistant chemist shall take, sub- 
scribe and file in the office of the Secretary of State the constitutional oath 
of office. Their term of office shall continue during the pleasure of the con- 
missioner. The Board of State Auditors shall provide a room in con- 
nection with the Dairy and Food Commissioner for the laboratory of the 
State Analyst and his assistant, and the necessary furniture and fix- 
tures therefor. In case of the absence or inability of the State analyst 
or his assistant to perform his duty, the commissioner may appoint some 
competent person to perform the same temporarily, which person shall 
take, subscribe and file the constitutional oath of office. The salaries 
and expenses authorized by this section shall be for the unexpired part 
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of the lisoal year endiiiii: June thirty, uinetc^en hundred five, and each 
fiscal year thereafter, said salaries to be payable monthly on the war- 
rant of the Auditor General. The salary of the chemist shall be not to 
exceed two thousand dollaivs; the salary of the assistant chemist shall 
be not to exceed twelve hundred dollars. The actual and necessary ex- 
penses of the chemist and the assistant chemist, in the performance of 
their oflScial duties, shall be audited by the Board of State Auditors, 
and paid upon the warrant of the Auditor General. Such an amount as 
is found to be necessary in the proper performance of the work of the 
analyst may be expended for chemical supplies. Such compensations, 
expenses and supplies shall be certified, audited and paid in the same 
manner as the salaries, expenses and supplies of similar officers. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act. No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 186, P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 230, P. A. 1903. Am. by Act No. 12, 
P. A. 1905.] 

6. (C. L., 4978) Sec. 6. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and Food 
Commissioner tp carefully inquire into the dairy and food and drink 
products and the several articles which are foods or drinks, or the neces- 
sary constituents of foods or drink, which are manufactured or sold or 
exposed or offered for sale in this State, and he may, in a lawful man- 
ner, procure samples of the same and direct the State Analyst to make 
due and careful examination of the same, and report to the 
commissioner, the result of the analysis of all and any of such 
food and drink products or dairy products as are adulterated, im- 
pure or wholesome in contravention of the laws of this State; 
and it shall be the duty of the commissioner to make a complaint 
against the manufacturer or vendor thereof in the proper county 
and furnish all evidence thereof, to obtain a conviction of the 
offense charged. The Dairy and Food Commissioner, or his deputy, 
or any person appointed by him for that purpose may make com- 
plaint and cause jiroceedings to be commenced against any j)erson for 
the enforcement of any of the laws relative to aclulterated, impure or 
unwholesome food or drink, and in such case he shall not be obliged to 
furnish security for costs and shall have power, in the performance of 
his duties, to enter into any creamery, factory, store, salesroom, drug 
store, laboratorj^, or place where he has reason to believe food or drink 
is made, stored, sold or offered for sale and open any cask, tub, jar, 
bottle or package containing, or supposed to contain, any article of food 
or drink and examine or cause to be examined the contents thereof, and 
take therefrom samples for analysis. The person making such inspec- 
tion shall take such sample of such article or product in the presence of 
at least one witness, and he shall in the presence of said witness, mark 
or seal such sample and shall tender at the time of taking to the manu- 
facturer or vendor of suvh product, or to the person having the custody 
of the same, the value thereof, and a statement in writing for the tak- 
ing of such sample. Whenever it is determined by the Dairy and Food 
Commissioner, his deputy or inspectors, that filthy, or unsanitary con- 
ditions exist or are permitted to exist in the operation of any bakery^ 
confectionery, or ice cream plant, or in any place where any food or 
drink products are manufactured, stored, deposited or sold for any pur- 
pose whatever, the proprietor or proprietors, owner or owners, of such. 
21 
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bakery^ confectionery or ice cream plant, or any person or persons, own- 
ing or operating any plant where any food or drink products are manu- 
factured, stored, deposited or sold, shall be first notified and warned l)y 
the commissioner, his deputy or inspectors to place such bakery, con- 
fectionery or ice cream plant, or any place where any food or drink 
products are manufactured, stored, <leposited or sold in a sanitarv' con- 
dition within a reasonable length of time ; and any •per^^on or persons 
owning and operating any bakery, confectionery or ice cream plant or 
any place where any food or drink products are manufactured, stored, 
deposited or sold, failing to obey such notice and warning, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than twenty-five dollars nor more than three hundred 
dollars and costs of prosecution, or imprisonment in the county jail not 
to exceed ninety days, or until such fine and costs are paid, or both fine 
and imprisonment at the discretion of the court. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154. P. A. 1897. Am. by Act 
No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

7. (C. L., 4979) Sec. 7. The commissioner, his deputy or any per- 
son by said commissioner duly appointed for that purpose, is authorized 
at all times to seize and take possession of any and all food and dairy 
products, substitutes therefor, or imitation thereof kept for sale, exposed 
for sale or held in possession or under the control of any person which 
in the opinion of the said commissioner or his deputy or such person 
by him duly appointed, shall be contrary to the provisions of this act 
or other laws which now exist or which may be hereafter enacted. 

First, The person so making such seizure as aforesaid, shall take from 
such goods as seized a sample for the purpose of analysis and shall cause 
the remainder thereof to be boxed and sealed and shall leave the same in 
the possession of the person from whom they were seized, subject to sucb 
disposition as shall hereafter be made thereof according to the provisions 
of this act. 

Second, The person so making such seizure, shall forward the sample 
so taken to the State Analyst for analysis, who shall make an analysis 
of the same and shall certify the results of such analysis, which certifi- 
cate shall be prima facie evidence of the fact or facts therein certified 
to in any court where the same may be offered in evidence. 

Third, If upon such analysis it shall appear that said food or dairy 
products are adulterated, substitutes or imitations within the meaning 
of this act, said commissioner, or his deputy or any person by him duly 
authorized may make complaint before any justice of the peace or police 
justice having jurisdiction in the city, village or township wiiere such 
goods were seized, and thereupon said justice of the peace shall issue his 
summons to the person from whom said goods were seized, directing him 
to appear not less than six nor more than twelve days from the date of 
the issuing of said summons and show cause why said goods should not 
be condemned and disposed of. If the said person from whom said goods 
were seized cannot be found said summons shall be served upon the 
person then in possession of the goods. The said summons shall be 
served at least six days before the time of appearance mentioned therein. 
If the person from whom said goods were seized cannot be found, and 
no one can be found in possession of said goods, and the defendants shall 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 163 

not appear on the return day, then said justice of the peace shall pro- 
ceed in said cause in the same manner provided by law where a writ of 
attachment is returned not personally served upon any of the defend- 
ants and none of the defendants shall appear upon the return day. 

Fourth, Unless cause to the contrary thereof is shown, or if said goods 
shall be found upon trial to be in violation of any of the provisions of 
this act or other laws which now exist or which mav be hereafter en- 
acted, it shall be the duty of said justice of the peace or police justice 
to render judgment that said seized property be forfeited to the State 
of Michigan, and that the said goods be destroyed or sold by the said 
commissioner for any purpose otlier than to be used for food. The mode 
of procedure before said justice shall be the same, as near as may be as 
in civil proceedings before justices of the peace. Either parties may ap- 
jieal to the circuit court as appeals are taken from justices courts, but 
it shall not be necessary for tlie people to give any appeal bond. 

Fifth, The proceeds arising from any such sale shall be paid into the 
State treasury and credited to the general fund : I*rovided, That if the 
owner or ])arty claiming the pro])erty or goods so declared forfeited can 
produce and j^rove a written guarantee of purity, signed by the whole- 
saler, jobber, manufacturer or other party from whom said articles were 
purchased, then the proceeds of the sale of such articles, over and above 
the cost of seizure, forfeiture, and sale, shall be paid over to such owner 
or claimant to reimburse him, to the extent of such surplus, for his 
actual loss resulting from such seizure and forfeiture, as shown by the 
invoice. 

Sixth, It shall be the duty of each prosecuting attorney when called 
upon by said commissioners or by any person by him authorized as afore- 
said, to render any legal assistance in his power in proceedings under 
the provisions of tliis act, or any subsequent act relative to the adultera- 
tion of food, for the sale of impure or unwholesome food or food 
products. 

[Am. by Act No. 245. P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act 
No. 230. P. A. 1903.] 

8. (C. L., 4980) Sec. 8. It shall be unlawful for the State Analyst, 
while he holds his office to furnish to any individual, firm or corporation, 
any certificate as to the purity or excellence of any article manufactured 
or sold by them to be used as food or in the preparation of food. 

9. (C. L., 4981) Sec. 9. The commissioner shall make an annual 
report to the Governor on or before the first day of July in each year, 
and which shall be printed and published on or before the first day of 
September next thereafter, which report shall cover the doings of his 
oflfice for the preceding fiscal year, which shall show, among other things, 
the number of manufactories and other places inspected and by whom, 
the number of specimens of food articles analyzed, and tlie State 
Analyst's reports upon each one; the number of complaints entered 
against ])ersons for violation of tlie laws relative to the adulteration of 
food, the number of convictions had, and the amount of fines impo.sed 
therefor, together with such recommendations relative to the statutes in 
force as his experience may justify. The commissioner shall also pre- 
pare, print and distribute to all the papers of the State, and to such 
persons as may be interested or may apply therefor, a monthly bulletin, 
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in suitable paper covers, containing results of inspections, the results of 
analyses made by the State Analyst, with popular explanation of the 
same, and such other informaticm as may come to liim in his official 
capacity relating to the adulteration of food and drink products and of 
dairy products, so far as he may deem the same of benefit and advantage 
to the public; also a brief summary of all the work done during the 
month by the commissioner and his assistants in the enforcement of 
the laws of the State, but not more than ten thousand copies of each 
such monthly bulletin shall be printed. 

[Am. by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by Act 
No. 268, P. A. 1899.] 

10. (G. L., 4982) Sec. 10. Any person who shall wilfully hinder or 
obstruct the Dairy and Food Commissioner, or his deputy or otlier per- 
son or inspector by him duly authorized, in the exercise of the powers 
conferred upon him by this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and on conviction shall be punished by a line of not less than ten dollars 
nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county 
jail for not less than ten days nor more than ninety days, or both such 
line and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

[Added by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895.] 

11. (O. L., 41)8:r) Sec. 11. The sum of thirty-five thousand dollars is 
hereby approi)riated for the fiscal year ending June 30, nineteen hun- 
dred six, and for each fiscal year thereafter, there is hereby ai)propriatea 
the sum of thirty-five thousand dollars. Out of the amounts appropriated 
by this act shall be paid all salaries and expenses and chemical supplies 
provided for therein : I^rovided, That all expenses for stationery and 
printing shall be audited and paid in the same manner as other State 
printing and stationery. 

[Added by Act No. 245. P. A. 1895.' Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act No. 186, P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 12, 
P. A. 1905.] 

12. (C. L., 4084) Sec. 12. The Auditor Oeneral is hereby directed 
to annually add to and incorporate into the State tax, to be levied each 
year, the sum of thirtj-five thousand dollars, which, when collected, shall 
be credited to the general fund to reimburse the same for the money 
appropriated by this act. 

[Added by Act No. 245, P. A. 1895. Am. by Act No. 154, P. A. 1897. Am. by 
Act No. 268, P. A. 1899. Am. by Act No. 186, P. A. 1901. Am. by Act No. 230, 
P. A. 1903. Am. by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

l.*i. Sec. V.\. It shall also be the dntv of; the Dairv and Food Commis- 
sioner to foster and encourage the dairy industry of the State, and, for 
that purpose, he shall investigate the general conditions of the cream- 
cries, cheese factories, condensed milk factories, skimming stations, milk 
stations and farm dairies in this State with full power to enter upon 
any premises for such investigation, with the object in view of improving 
the quality and creating and maintaining uniformity of the dairy ]iro- 
ducts of the State; and sliould it become necessary, in the judgment of 
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the Dairy and Food Coniniissioiier, he may cause instruction to be given 
in any creamery, cheese factoiT, condensed milk factorj', skimming sta- 
tion, milk station or farm dairy, or in any locality in this State, and 
in ordj^^r to secure the proper feeding and care of cows, or the practical 
operation of any plant i)roducing dairy j)roducts, and in order to secure 
such a uniform and standard quality of dairy pro lucts in this State, he 
shall furnish a sufficient number of competent inspectors, the appoint- 
ment of whom is procided for in section four of this act, and they shall 
be duly qualified to act as such inspectors. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

14. Sec. 14. Whenever it is determined bv the Dairv and Food Com- 
missioner, his deputy or inspectors, that any person is using, selling or 
furnishing to any skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, con- 
densed milk factory, milk depot, farm dairy, milk dealer, the retail trade 
or to any consumer of milk, any impure or unwholesome milk or cream, 
which impurity or unwholesomeness is caused by the unsanitarj' or filthy 
condition of the premises where cows are kept, or by the unsanitary or 
filthy care or handling of the cows, or from the use of unclean utensils, 
or from unwholesome food, or from any other cause, the person so using, 
selling or furnishing to any skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, 
condensed milk factory, milk depot, farm dairv*, milk dealer, the retail 
trade, or to any consumer of milk, any such milk or cream, shall first be 
notified and warned by the commissioner, his deputy or inspectors not 
to use, sell, or furnish such milk or cream to such skimming station, 
creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, milk depot, farm 
dairy, milk dealer, the retail trade, or to any consumer of milk, and any 
person failing to obey such notice and warning and continuing to use, 
sell or furnish to any skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, con- 
densetl milk factory, farm dairy, milk dealer or to the retail trade such 
impure or unwholesome milk or cream, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, upon conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not less than 
ten dollars, nor more than fifty dollars, and costs of prosecution, or im- 
])risonment in the county jail, not to exceed ninety days, or until such 
fine and costs are paid, or both fine and imprisonment at the discretion 
of the court. 

[Added by Act No. 12. P. A. 1905.] 

15. Sec. 15. Whenever it is determined by the Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner, his de[nity or inspectors, that unsanitary conditions exist or 
are permitted to exist in the operation of any skimming station, cream- 
ery, cheese factory, condensed milk factory, milk de])ot or farm dairy, 
the pro])rietor or proi)rietors, or manager of said skimming station, 
creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk factoiy or farm dairy, shall be 
first notified and warned by the commissioner, his deputy or inspectors 
to place such skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed 
milk factory, milk dey)ot or farm dairy in a sanitary condition, within a 
reasonable length of time: and any person or persons owning or operat- 
ing such skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed milk 
factory, milk depot or farm dair>', failing to obey such notice and warn- 
ing, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shall 
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be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars, nor more than 
three hundred dollars, and costs of prosecution, or imprisonment in the 
county jail, not to exceed ninety days or until such fine and costs are 
paid, or both fine and imprisonment at the discretion of the court. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

1(5. Sec. 1G. It shall be the duty of the proprietor or proprietors, 
(manager or managers), of every skimming station, creamery, cheese 
factory, condensed milk factory or milk or cream depot in the State 
where milk or cream is received by purchase or otherwise from three or 
more persons within thirty days after the commencement of the oper- 
ation of said cheese factory, condensed milk factory or milk or cream 
depot and annually on the first day of April thereafter to register with 
the Dairy and Food Commissioner upon blanks furnished by said official, 
the location of such skimming station, creameiy, cheese factory, con- 
densed milk factory or milk or cream depot, and the name of its owner 
or owners and manager. And it shall be the duty of the proprietor or 
proprietors or manager of eveiy skimming station, creamery, cheese fac- 
tory, condensed milk factory or milk or cream depot in this State, where 
milk or cream is received by purchase or otherwise from three or more 
persons, to file a report with the Dairy and Food Commissioner, said 
report to be made on or before Ai)ril first of each year, upon blanks 
furnished bv said official, and to show the amount of milk or cream re- 
ceived by said skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed 
milk factory or milk or cream depot during the year ending December 31 
preceding; and said report shall show the amount of butter, cheese or 
condensed milk manufactured during the year, together with a list of 
the names and postoffice addresses of the patrons of said skimming sta- 
tion, creamer}', cheese factory, condensed milk factoiy or milk or cream 
depot. Every skimming station, creamery, cheese factory, condensed 
milk factory or milk or cream depot, so registering and so reporting, 
shall pay to the office of the State I)airy and Food Commissioner an an- 
nual registration fee of five dollars, to be paid at the time of such regis- 
tration. Whoever violates any of the provisions of this section, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and for each and every offense shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars nor more than one 
hundred dollars and the costs of prosecution, or by im])risonment in 
the county jail for not more than thirty days or both. The money so 
collected by the Dairy and Food Commission shall be paid into the State 
Treasury and be used to help defray the expenses of the office of the 
Dairy and Food Commissioner, in addition to the annual appropriation 
therefor. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905. Am. by Act No. 242, P. A. 1913.] 

17. Sec. 17. Any person, persons or corporation who shall sell milk 
or cream from a wagon or other conveyance, depot or store, or who shall 
sell or deliver milk or cream to a hotel, restaurant, boarding house or 
any public place, shall be considered a milk dealer; and every milk 
dealer who shall sell milk or cream from a wagon or other conveyance, 
depot or store, or who shall sell, or deliver milk or cream to a hotel, 
restaurant, boarding house or any public place in any city, town or vil- 
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lage of this State, must first obtain a license from the Dairy and Food 
Commissioner to sell such milk or cream. A license shall be required for 
each wagon or otlier conveyance, depot or store. Each dealer shall pay 
to the Dairy and Food Commissioner a license fee of .one dollar for 
each license so granted, which license must be obtained on or before the 
first day of July of each year. The moneys received by the Dairy and 
Foo<l Commissioner, in payment of sucli licenses, shall be paid into the 
State Treasury and be used to help defray the expense of the office of 
the Dairy and Food Commissioner in addition to the annual appropria- 
tion. All licenses shall be used only in the name of the owner of the 
wagon, depot or store, and shall, for the purpose of this act, be prima 
facie evidence of ownership. No license shall be sold, assigned or trans- 
ferred. Each license shall nicord the name, residence, place of business, 
number of wagons, depots or stores used (where more than one is em- 
idoyed) and the number of the license. Whoever violates any of the pro- 
visions of this section, insofar as relates to registration and the secur- 
ing of licenses, shall be deemed guiltj' of a misdemeanor, and for each 
and every offense shall be punished by a fine not less than five dollars, 
nor more than twenty-five dollars and the cost of prosecution, or by im- 
prisonment in tlie county jail for not more than thirty days, or both* 

[Added by Act No. 12. P. A. 1905.] 

18. Sec. 18. Repealed by Act No. 135, P. A. 1915. 

19. Sec. 19. The published annual report of the Dairy and Food 
Commissioner which shall be made to the Governor, shall include a com- 
plete accounting of all moneys received by the department from every 
source, and the amount expended by the department. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 

20. Sec. 20. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act so 
far as they are inconsistent are hereby repealed. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 

[Added by Act No. 12, P. A. 1905.] 



(Act No. 167, Public Acts, 1899.) 

AN ACT in relation to the powers and duties of the Dairy and Pood 

Commissioner of the State of Michgan. 

The People of the State of Miehigan enact: 

21. Section 1. That any person who shall obstruct the Dairy and 
Food Commissioner, or his deputy, or any of his duly appointed in- 
s])ectors, by refusing to allow him entrance to any place where he is 
authorized to enter in the discharge of his official duty, or refuses to de- 
liver to him a sufficient sample for the anaylsis of any article of food or 
drink sold, offered or exjmsed for sale, or in his possession for the pur- 
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pose of sale, wherever the same may be found, when the same is requested 
and when the value thereof is tendered, shall be guiltv of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
twenty-live dollars nor more than one hundred dollars and the costs of 
prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail not less than ten days 
or more than ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court, for each and every offense. 
This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



STANDARDS. 

(Act No. 64, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to define and fix standards of purity for foods, beverages, con- 
diments, confectionery and drugs in this state in prosecutions arising 
under the food, beverage and drug laws of the state of Michigan. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

22. Section 1. In all prosecutions arising under the food and drug 
laws of this State for the manufacture or sale of an adulterated, mis- 
branded or otherwise unlawful article of food, drink, ccmdiment or drug, 
the latest standards of purity for food products, established by the United 
States secretary of agriculture shall be accepteil as the legal standards, 
except in cases where otlier standards are sj)ecifically prescribed by the 
laws of this State. 



GENERAL FOOD LAW. 
(Act No. 193, Public Acts, 1895.) 

AN ACT to prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception in 
the manufacture, and sale of articles of food and drink. 

The People of the State of Mivhifjan enact: 

23. ((^ L., 5010) Section 1. No person, firm or corporation by 
themselves or their agents or servants shall within this State, have in 
their posse.*<sion with intent to s(»ll, or offer or expose for sale, or sell 
any article of food which is adulterated or niisbranded within the mean- 
ing of this act. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897. Am. by Act No. 162, P. A. 1913.] 

24. (C. L., 5011) Skc. 2. The term food as used herein, shall in- 
dlude all articles used for food, drink, confectionery or condiment in- 
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tended to be eaten or drank by man or other animals, whether simple, 
mixed or compound. 

[Am. by Act No. 162, P. A. 1913.] 

25. (C. L., 5012j Sec. 3. An article shall be deemed to be adulter- 
ated within the meaning of this act: 

First, If any substance or substances liave been mixed with it so as 
to lower or depreciate or injuriously effect its quality, strength or 
purity ; 

Second, If any inferior or cheaper substance or substances have been 
substituted wholly or in part for it; 

Third, If any valuable or necessary constituent or ingredient has been 
wholly or in part abstracted from it ; 

Fourth, If it consists wholly or in part of a diseased, decomposed, 
putrid, infected, tainted or rotten animal or vegetable substance or 
article, whether manufactured or not, or in the case of milk, if it is 
the product of a diseased animal. 

Fifth, If it is colored, coated, polished, bleached or powdered whereby 
damage or inferiority is concealed, or if by any means it is made to 
appear better or of greater value than, it really is ; 

Sixth, If it contains any added substance or ingredient which is 
poisonous or injurious to health : Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
prevent the coloring of pure butter. 

Sec. 3 (a). An article shall be deemed to be misbranded within the 
meaning of this act : 

First, If it is an imitation of or is offered for sale under the naine of 
another article; 

Second, If it is labeled or branded so as to deceive or mislead the 
purchaser, or purport to be a foreign product when not so, or if the 
contents of the package as originally put up shall have been removed in 
whole or in part and other contents shall have been placed in such 
package ; 

Third, If in package form every package, box, bottle, basket or other 
container does not bear the true net weight, excluding the wrapper or 
container, which shall be stated in terms of pounds, ounces and grains 
avoirdupois weight or the true net measure, which measure, in case of 
liquids, shall be in terms of gallons of two hundred and thirty-one cubic 
inches or fractions thereof, as quarts, pints and ounces or the true nu- 
merical count, as the case may be, expressed on the face of the ju'incipal 
label in plain English words or numerals, so that it can be plainly read : 
l*rovided, however. That reasonable variations shall be permitted and 
tolerances therefor and also exemptions as to small packages shall be 
established and promulgated by the Dairy and Food Commissioner : Pro- 
vided, however, That no penalty of tine, imprisonment or confiscation 
shall be enforced for any violation of sub-divisions third of this section 
prior to September first, nineteen hundred fourteen, as to goods in the 
hands of wholesalers or retailers when this act takes effect or received 
prior to January one, nineteen hundred fourteen. The provisions of 
this subdivision shall not apply to beverages in glass containers ; 

Fourth, If the package containing it or its label shall bear any state- 
ment, design or device regarding the ingredients or the substances con- 
tained therein, which statement, design or device shall be false or mis- 
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leading in any particular : Provided, That the provisions of this act shall 
not apply to mixtures or compounds recognized as ordinary articles or 
ingre<lients of articles of food, if eiich and everj- package sold or offered 
for sale bear the name and address of the manufacturer or jobber or re- 
tail merchant with an established business, and be distinctly labeled 
under its own distinctive name, and in a manner so as to plainly and 
correctly show that it is a mixture or compound and is not in violation 
of any of the foregoing provisions of this act. Every article of food as 
defined in the statutes of this State shall be sold by weight, measure or 
numerical count and as now generally recognized by trade custom, ex- 
ce[)t where the parties otherwise agree, and shall be labeled in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the food and beverage laws of this State. 
Only those products shall be sold by numerical count which cannot well 
be sold by w^eight or measure. All foods not liquid, if sold by measure, 
shall be sold by standard dry measure, the quart of which contains sixty- 
seven twenty one-hundredths cubic inches, providing that the provi- 
sions of this section shall not apply to fresh fruit and vegetables. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897. Am. by Act No. 162, P. A. 1913. Am. by 
Act No. 311, P. A. 1915.] 

20. (C. L.. i)i)V\) Sec. 4. No pei*son, by himself or his agents or 
servants, shall manufacture for sale or offer or expose for sale, or sell, 
as butter, and the legitimate product of the dairy or creamery, any 
article not made exclusivelv of milk or cream, but into which the oil or 
fat of animals, or any other oils not produced from milk, enters as a 
component i)art, has been introduced to take the place of cream. Who- 
ever violates the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine 
of not less tlian fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, and the costs 
of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail, or the State House 
of Correction and Reformatory at Ionia for not less than ninety days 
nor more than two years, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court for each and every offense. 

27. Sec. T). Xo person shall manufacture, deal in, sell, offer or ex- 
])ose for sale or exchange, any article or substance in the semblance of, 
or in imitation of cheese made exclusively of unadulterated milk or 
cream, or both, into which any animal, intestinal or offal fats or oils or 
melted butter in any condition or state, or mo<lification of the same, or 
oleaginous substances of any kind not produced from unadulterated milk 
or cream shall have been introduced. All cheese manufactured or sold 
within this State shall be divided into two grades, to be known as "full 
cream cheese" and **skimmed milk cheese." All full cream chtH^se shall con- 
tain in water free substance not less than thirty percentum of milk fat, as 
may appear ui)on proper te.st, and all cheese containing less than thirty 
l)er centum of milk fat shall be known and branded as "skimmed milk 
cheese" : Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not be construed 
1o ap])ly to such cheese as is known as "fancy cheese'' and is under i\\e 
])Ounds'in weight each, nor to what is known as **Swiss chei^se," "brick 
cheese," "Dutch cheese'' or "cottage cheese," and does not contain any- 
thing injurious to health. 

[Am. by Act No. 73, P. A. 1913.] 
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28. Sec. 6. Every manufacturer of full cream cheese may put a 
brand upon each cheese, indicating "full cream cheese,'- and no person 
shall use such a brand upon any cheese made from milk from which any 
of the cream has been taken. Every manufacturer of imitation cheese, 
as defined by this act, shall put a brand upon each cheese so manu- 
factured indicating **skimmed milk cheese," which brand shall be in 
plain Roman letters, not less than one-half inch in length, and so made, 
placed or attached that it can easily be seen and read and cannot be 
easily defaced, and the same shall be placed upon the cloth surround- 
ing such cheese, as well as upon the container thereof. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897. Am. by Act No. 73, R A. 1913.] 

20. Sec. 7. The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall procure and 
issue to the cheese manufacturers of the State, on proper application, 
which application shall be made on or before the first day of April in 
each year, and under such regulation as to the custody and use thereof 
as he may prescribe, a uniform stencil brand, bearing a suitable device 
or motto and the words "Michigan full cream cheese," or "Michigan 
skimmed milk cheese." Every such brand shall be used on the outside 
of the cheese, and upon the package containing the same, and shall bear a 
separate number for each separate factory. The said comihissioner shall 
keep a book in which shall be registered the name, location and number 
of each manufactory using the brand, and the name or names of persons 
at each factory authorized to use the same. The commissioner shall re- 
ceive a fee of one dollar for each registration, said fee to be paid by the 
party applying for the same, which amount shall be accounted for and 
used as a part of the fund appropriated for the enforcement of the laws 
of this State with which the Dairy and Food Commissioner is charged. 
No person shall knowingly offer, sell or expose for sale, in any package, 
cheese which is falsely branded or labele<l. Whoever shall violate the 
provisions of sections five, six seven or eight of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished 
by a fine of not less than fiftv" nor more than five hundred dollars and 
the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail or the 
Michigan Reformatory at Ionia for not less than ninety days nor more 
than two years or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion 
of the court for each and every offense. 

[Am. by Act No. 73, P. A. 1913.] 

30. Sec. 8. The proprietor or keeper of any hotel, restaurant, eating 
saloon, boarding house or other place where imitation cheese is sold or 
furnished to persons paying for the same, shall have placed on the walls 
of every store or room where imitation cheese is sold or furnished, a 
white placard on which is printed in black ink, in plain Roman letters of 
not less than three inches in length, and not less than two inches in 
w idth, the words "Skimmed Milk Cheese Sold or Used Here," and shall 
at all times keep the same exposed in such conspicuous place as to be 
readily seen by any and all persons entering such store, or other room or 
rooms, and any person or persons violating this section shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and punished as provided in section seven of 
this act. 

[Am. by Act No. 73, P. A. 1913.] 
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3L (C L., 5018) Se(\ 9. No pernoii shall within this State manu- 
facture for sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, offer or expose 
for sale, or sell as lard, anj' substance not the legitimate and exclusive 
liroihict of the fat of the hog. 

l\2. ((\ L. 5019) Sec. 10. Even' person who manufactures for sale, 
has in his possession with intent to sell, offers or exposes for sale, or 
sells, any substance made in the semblance of lard, or as an imitation of 
lard, and which consists of any mixture or compound of animal or vege- 
table oils or fats other than hog fat, in the form of lard, shall cause the 
lierce, barrel, tub, pail or package containing the same to be distinctly 
and legibly branded or labeled **Lard substitute or compound,'' and every 
person who manufactures for sale, has in his possession with intent to 
sell, offers or exposes for sale or sells, any substance made in the sem- 
blance of lard or as an imitation of lard, or as a substitute for lard, and 
which is designed to take the place of lard, and which consists of any 
mixture or compound of lard with animal or vegetable oils or fats, shall 
cause the tierce, barrel, tub, pail or pjickage containing the same to be 
distinctly and legibly branded or labeled either "Adulterated lard," 
'*Lard compound," or ^'Lard substitute." Such brands or labels shall be 
in letters not less than one inch in length and shall be followed with 
the name of the maker and factorv, and the location of such factorv. 

.*{:>. (O. L., 5020) Se(\ 11. Every dealer or trader who, by himself 
or agent, or as the servant or agent of another person, offers or exposes 
for sale, or sells any form of lard substitute or adulterated lard, as 
hereinbefore defined, shjill securely affix or cause to be affixed to the 
package wherein the same is contained, offered for sale or sold, a label 
upon the outside and face of which is distinctly and legibly printed in 
letters not less than one-half inch in length, the words "Lard substitute" 
or "Adulterated lard" or "Lard compound" or other appropriate word 
which shall correctly express its nature and use. 

84. (0. L., 5021) Sec. 12. The having in possession of any lard sub- 
stitute or adulterated lard or lard compound, as hereinbefore defined, 
which is not branded or labeled as hereinbefore required and directed, 
upon the part of any dealer or trader, or any person engaged in the pub- 
lic sale of such articles, shall for the purpose of the act be deemed prima 
facie evidence of intent to sell the same. 

.'55. (O. L., 5022) Sioc. 18. No person, firm or corporation in this 
State shall manufacture for sale, or sell, or offer or expose for sale, as 
fruit jelly or fruit butter, any jelly or imitation fruit butter or other 
similar compound made or composed in whole or in part of glucose, 
dextrine, starch or other substances, and colored in imitation of fruit 
j<^lly or fruit butter: nor shall any such jelly, fruit butter or compound 
be manufactured or sold, or offered for sale, under any name or designa- 
tion whatever, unless the same shall be composed entirely of ingredients 
not injurious to health, and shall not be colored in imitation of fruit 
j(»lly, and every can, pail or package of such jelly or butter sold in this 
State shall be distinctly and durablv labeled "Imitation fruit jelly or 
butter," with the name of the manufacturer and the place where made. 
Whoever violates the provisions of this section shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and when convicted thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than fifty nor more than five hundred dollars, or by im- 
prisonment in the county jail or State House of Correction and Reforma- 
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tory at Ionia for not less than ninety days nor more than two years, or 
by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

36. (C. L., 5023)' Sec. 14. No packer or dealer in preserved or 
canned fruits and vegetables, or other articles of food, shall sell or offer 
for sale such canned articles, unless such articles shall be entirely free 
from substances or ingredients deleterious to health, and unless such 
articles bear a mark, stamp, brand or label bearing the name and ad- 
dress of the firm, person or corporation that packs or distributes the 
same. All "soaked or bleached goods'' or goods put up from products 
dried before canning, shall be plainly marked, branded, stamped or 
labeled as such, with the words **soaked or bleached goods," in letters 
not less than two-line i)ica in size, showing the name of the article and 
the name and address of the packer or distributor. 

[Am. by Act. No. 226. P. A. 1915.] 

■ 

37. (C. L.. 5024) Sec. 15. No person shall manufacture or sell, or 
offer for sale any manufactured or artificial coffee berry in imitation of 
the genuine berrj'. No pei*son shall manufacture, sell or offer or ex- 
pose for sale any ground or prepared coffee, which is adulterated with 
chicory or other substance not injurious to health, unless each package 
thereof shall be distinctly labeled or marked "Coffee compound," to- 
gether with the name and address of the manufacturer or compounder 
thereof, and has no other label of whatever name or designation. No 
person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his possession with intent 
to sell, or sell any molasses, syrup or glucose, unless the barrel, cask, 
kesr, can or pail containing the same shall be distinctly branded or 
labeled with the true and approi)riate name; nor shall any person offer 
or expose for sale, have in his j)ossession with intent to sell, or sell any 
molasses or sj-rup mixed with glucose, unless the barrel, cask, keg or 
pail containing the same be distinctly branded or labeled **Glucose mix- 
ture," and the per cent in which glucose enters into its composition. 
Such barrel, cask, keg or pail shall be branded or labeled in a conspicu- 
ous place; and such brands or labels shall be in letters of not less than 
one-half inch in length. Glucose and glucose mixtures shall have no 
other designation than herein required. 

[Am. by Act No. 118, P. A. 1897.] 

38. (C. L., 5025) Sec. 16. No person shall within this State manu- 
facture, brew, distill, have or offer for sale, or sell, any spirituous or fer- 
mented or malt liquors, containing any substance or ingredient not nor- 
mal or healthful, to exist in spirituous, fermented or malt liquors, or 
which may be deleterious or detrimental to health when such liquors are 
used as a beverage. 

39. (C. L., 5026) Sec. 17. The taking of orders or the making of 
agreements or contracts, by any person, firm or corporation, or by any 
agent or representative thereof, for the future delivery of any of the 
articles, products, goods, wares or merchandise embraced within the 
provisions of this act, shall be deemed a sale within the meaning of 
this act. 

40 (C. L. 5027) Sec. 18. Whoever shall falsely brand, mark, stencil or 
label any article or product required by this act to be branded, marked, 
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stenciled, or labeled, or sliall remove, alter, deface, mutilate, obliterate, 
imitate or counterfeit any brand, mark^ stencil or label so required, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than one hundred nor more than one 
thousand dollars and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the 
county jail or State House of Correction and Reformatory at. Ionia, for 
not less than six months nor more than three years, or bv both such fine 
and imprisonment in the discretion of the court for each and every 
offense. 

41. (C. L., 5028) Sec. 19. Whoever shall do any of the acts or 
thinf»:s jiiohibited, or wilfully nej^lect or refuse to do 'any of the acts or 
tliinj^s enjoined by this act, or in any way violate any of its provisions, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and where no specific penalty 
is prescribed by this act shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
twenty-five nor more than five hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail for a period of not more than ninety days, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 

[Am. by Act No. 117, P. A. 1899,] 

42. (C. L. 5029) Sec. 20. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and 
Food Commissioner of the State to investigate all complaints of viola- 
tions of this act, and take all steps necessary to its enforcement. It 
shall be the duty of all prosecuting officers of this State to i)rosecute to 
completion all suits brought under the provisions of this act upon the 
complaint of the commissioner or of any citizen. It shall be the duty 
of all food inspectors in cities to examine all complaints made to them 
of violation of this act, and to render assistance in enforcing its pro- 
visions. It shall also be the duty of all health boards in cities and health 
officers in townships to take cognizance of and report or prosecute all 
violations of this act that may be brought to their notice, or they may 
have cognizance of, within their jurisdiction. 

43. Sec. 21. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are 
hereby repealed. • 



BUCKWHEAT FLOUR. 

(Act No. 208, Public Acts, 1903.) 

AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of buckwheat flour. 

The People of the ^tate of Michigan enact: 

44. Section 1. Within this State no person shall manufacture, offer 
or expose for sale, keep in possession with intent to sell, or sell, any 
ground buckwheat containing any product of wheat, corn, rice or other 
foreign substance, unless each and everv package thereof be distinctly 
and legibly branded or labeled "Buckwheat Flour Compound" in letters 
not less than one-half inch in length and be followed with the name of 
the maker and factory and the location of such factory. 
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45. Skc. 2. Any brand or label herein required shall be an lnsei)ar- 
able part of the general or distinguishing label, and such label shall be 
that principal and conspicuous sign under which it is sold, and any 
other label or printed matter upon the package shall not be in contra- 
vention of the requirements of this act. 

4(>. Sec. II. The having in jmssession of any buckwheat Hour com- 
pound, which is not branded or labeled as hereinbefore required and 
directed upon the part of any ])erson engage<l in the public or private 
sale of such article, shall, for the purpose of this act, be deemed prima 
facie evidence of intent to sell the same. 

47. Sec. 4. The taking of orders or the making of agreements or 
contracts by any person, firm or corporation or by any agent or repre- 
sentative thereof, for the future delivery of buckwheat flour compound 
shall be deemed a sale within the meaning of this act. 

48. Sec. 5. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, or 
neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things enjoined by this act, or 
in any way violate any of the provisions, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than twentj^-five 
dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the 
county jail for a period of not less than thirty nor more than ninety 
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court. 

49. Sec. 6. Act number eightj'-four of the Public Acts of eighteen 
hundred ninety-seven, entitled "An Act to prohibit and prevent adulter- 
ation, fraud and deception in the manufacture and sale of buckwheat 
flour," being section four thousand nine hundred ninety-four to Ave thou- 
sand two, both inclusive, of the Compiled Laws of one thousand eight 
hundred ninety-seven is hereby repealed. 



VINEGAR. 

(Act No. 384, Session Laws, 1913.) 

AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of vinegar, and to re- 
peal act number seventy-one of the Public Acts of eighteen hundred 
ninety seven, being sections five thousand three to five thousand six 
inclusive of the Compiled Laws of eighteen hundred ninety-seven, and 
all other acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

50. Section 1. No person shall manufacture for sale, offer or expose 
for sale, sell or deliver, or have in his possession with intent to sell or 
deliver, any vinegar not in compliance with the provisions of this act. 

51; Sec. 2. The word "vinegar" as used herein is limited to a water 
solution of acetic acid derived by the alcoholic and subsequent acetous 
fermentations of fruits, grain, vegetables, sugar or syru])s, and if not 
distilled must carrv in solution the extractive matter derived solelv from 
the substances indicated on the label as its source. 
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52. Sec. :5. Xo vinegar shall be sold or exposed for sale as apple or 
cider vinegar which is not the legitimate i)roduct of pure apple juice. 
The term '^cider vinegar" as used herein shall be construed to mean 
vinegar derived by the alcoholic and subsequent acetous fermentation 
of the expressed juice of apples, the acidity, solids and ash of which have 
been derived exclusively from apples, and which contains not less than 
four per cent of absolute acetic acid. Cider vinegar which during the 
course of manufacture has developed in excess of four i)er cent acetic 
acid, may be reduced to a strength of not less than four per cent, and 
cider vinegar so reduced shall not be regarded as adulterated. Every 
manufacturer or producer of cider vinegar shall plainly brand on the 
head of the cask, barrel or keg or other container of sudi vinegar, his 
name, place of business and the words "fermented cider vinegar," and 
no person shall mark or brand as cider vinegar any jiackage containing 
that which is not cider vinegar. Any vinegar sold or offered for sale 
shall be marked or branded plainly upon the package or container from 
which it is sold and also on the original package or container in which 
it is sold or delivered, in a manner to show its true character and 
source. 

5.*5. Sec. 4. All sugar vinegar sold or exposed for sale as such shall 
be strictlv and distinctlv fermented from sucrose, molasses or refiner's 
syrup. 

54. Sec. 5. No vinegar shall be sold or exposed for sale as malt 
vinegar which is not fermented strictly and distinctly from barley malt, 
or cereals whose starch has been converted to malt. 

55. Sec. G. No vinegar shall be sold or exposed for sale in which 
foreign substances, drugs or acids shall have been introduced. No vine- 
gar shall contain any artificial coloring matter, and all vinegar shall 
have an acidity of not less than four per cent by weight of absolute 
acetic acid. If vinegar contains any artificial matter, or less than the 
required amount of acidity, it shall be deemed to be adulterated. 

5G. Sec. 7. All vinegar made by fermentation and oxidation without 
the intervention of distillation, shall be branded ^'fermented" vinegar, 
with the name of the fruit or substance from which such vinegar has 
been made. 

57. Sec. 8. All vinegar made by acetous fermentation of dilute 
distilled alcohcd shall be branded "distilled" vinegar, together with the 
name of the substance or substances from which it is made, and all vin- 
egar made wholly or in ])art from distilled vinegar shall be conspicuously 
labeled ^'distilled vinegar." 

58. Sec. 0. Whoever violates any of the provisions of this act shall, 
upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than two hundred 
dollars or imjirisonment in the comity jail not to exceed six months or 
both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

59. Sec. 10. Act number seventy one of the Public Acts of eighteen 
hundred ninety-seven, being sections five thousand three to five thousan<l 
six of the Compiled Laws of eighteen hundred ninety-seven, and all other 
acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed. 
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MILK. 

(Act No. 26, Public Acts, 1873.) 

AN ACT to prevent and punish offenders for the adulteration of milk, 
and the products made therefrom, and to repeal an act entitled "An 
act to prevent the adulteration of milk and to prevent the traffic in 
impure and unwholesome milk," approved March thirty-first, eighteen 
hundred and seventy-one. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

60. (C. L., 11411) Section 1. That whoever shall knowingly sell to 
any person or persons, or sell, deliver or bring to be manufactured to 
any cheese or butter manufactory in this State, any milk diluted with 
water, or in any way adulterated, or milk from which any cream has 
been taken, or milk commonly known as "skimmed milk," or shall keep 
back any part of the milk known as "strippings," with intent to defraud, 
or shall knowingly sell milk, the product of a sick or diseased animal or 
animals or any milk produced from any cow fed upon the refuse of a 
distillery, or of a brewery, or upon any substance deleterious to the 
quality of the milk, or shall knowingly use any poisonous or any de- 
leterious material in the manufacture of anv cheese or butter, or shall 
knowingly sell or offer to sell any cheese or butter, in the manufacture 
of which' any poisonous or deleterious substance has been used, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be fined 
not less than ten dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, and mav be 
committed to the county jail until such fine shall be paid: Provided, 
That such imprisonment shall not exceed ninety daj^s; and shall be 
liable in double the amount of damages to the person or persons, firm, 
association, or corporation upon which such fraud shall have been com- 
mitted. An act entitled "An act to prevent the adulteration of milk and 
to prevent the traffic in impure and unwholesome milk," approved March 
thirtj'-first, eighteen hundred and seventy-one, is hereby repealed: Pro- 
vided, That any right accrued or forfeiture incurred under said act, shall 
remain valid and binding, and may be enforced under said act as if the 
same were not repealed. 



(Act No. 246, Public Acts, 1887.) 

AN ACT to prevent the sale of impure, unwholesome, adulterated, or 
swill milk in the State of Michigan, and to provide for inspectors. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

01. (C. L., 11412) Section 1. That it shall be unlawful for any per- 
son, either by himself or agent, to sell or expose for sale within the State 
23 
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of Michigan any unwholesome, watered, or adulterated or impure milk 
or Kwill milk or colostrum or milk from cows kept upon garbage, swill 
or any substance in a state of fermentation or putrefaction or other del- 
eterious substances, or from cows kept in connection with any family 
in which there are infectious diseases. The addition of water or ice to 
milk is hereby declared an adulteration. 

[Am. by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

62. (C. L., 11413) Sec. 2. Any person who shall violate any of the 
provisions of the preceding section shall be punished by a fine not to 
exceed one hundred dollars or (by) imprisonment not to exceed three 
months or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court. 

O:]. (C. L., 11414) Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the metropolitan 
police commissioners of the city of Detroit, by and with the consent and 
advice of the board of health of the city of Detroit, to appoint an in- 
spector, who shall be a person of previous practical experience. Said 
inspector may be created captain, sergeant or roundsman of the said 
police force of the city of Detroit, at the option of the board of metro- 
politan police commissioners. 

04. (C. L., 11415) Sec. 4. It shall be the duty of said inspector to 
personally view, so far as possible, all milk exposed for sale in said city, 
and to visit all dairv^ houses, barns or stables in said citv or the countv 
of Wayne, to inspect the same, and the animals held therein, and to 
visit all places w^here milk is kept or exposed for sale in the city of De- 
troit, and to inspect and ascertain the condition of said milk. He may 
detail any patrolman of said city to assist him in the performance of 
any or all of the duties enjoined on him by this act: Provided, always, 
That said inspector and any policeman so detailed shall always be sub- 
ject to the provisions of the law establishing and governing the metro- 
politan police of said city. 

Gf). (C. L., 11416) Sec. 5. It shall be the duty of said inspector or 
of his assistant, and of all other inspectors appointed under this act, to 
make complaint in writing before a police justice or justice of the peace, 
or other court having jurisdiction thereof, of every violation of this act 
coming to his knowledge. 

[Am. by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

66. (C. L., 11417) Sec. 6. Each and every quantity of milk sold or 
exposed for sale contrary to the provisions of this act, shall constitute 
a separate offense. 

67. (O. L., 11418) Sec. 7. Any person who shall refuse to permit 
the said inspector, or his assistant (assistants) to perform his duty un- 
der this act, either by refusing him entrance to his premises or by con- 
cealing any milk, or refusing to permit any milk or animal or premises 
wherein animals are kept, to be viewed and inspected as herein provided, 
or by in any manner hindering or resisting any said inpector or assist- 
ant inspector in the performance of his duty, shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and punished therefor. 

as. (C. L., 11419) Sec. 8. Authority is hereby given the common 
council of any city, and the board of trustees or council of any village. 
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to appoint an inspector of milk in any such city or village, and to fix 
their compensation, and when appointed the said inspectors of milk shall 
have all the powers given by section four of this act, and shall perform 
all the duties required of insepctors of milk as provided herein, and such 
other powers and duties as may be conferred or imposed by the ordi- 
nances of said cities or villages. 

69. (C. L., 11420) Sec. 9. Whoever shall adulterate by himself or 
by his servant or agent, or sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his cus- 
tody or possession with intent to sell or exchange the same, or exposes 
or offers for sale or exchange, adulterated milk or milk to which water 
or any foreign (substance) substances in any state of fermentation or 
putrefaction, or from sick or diseased cows, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and shall, for every such offense, be punished by a fine not ex- 
ceeding one hndred dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail or the 
State House of Correction and Reformatory at Ionia not exceeding 
three months. 

[Added by Act No. 219. P. A. 1889.] 

70. (C. L., 11421) Sec. 10. Whoever shall adulterate, himself or by 
his servant or agent, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his custody or 
possession with intent to sell or exchange the same, or exposes or offers 
for sale as pure milk, any skimmed milk from which the cream or any 
jiart thereof has been removed shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall for such offense, be punished by the penalty provided in the preced- 
ing section. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

71. (C. L., 11422) Sec. 11. Any dealer in milk who shall by him- 
self, servant or agent, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his custody 
or possession with intent to sell, exchange or deliver the same, milk from 
which the cream or any part thereof has been removed, unless in a con- 
spicuous place above the center upon the outside of every vessel, can or 
package from which any such milk is sold, the words "Skimmed milk" 
are distinctly painted in letters not less than one inch in length, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine not exceed- 
ine one hundred dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail or De- 
troit House of Correction not exceeding three months. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

72. (C. L., 11423) Sec. 12. If milk sold or offered for sale under 
the provisions of this act as pure milk, is shown upon analysis by weight 
to contain more than eighty-seven and fifty one-hundredths per centum 
of watery fluid, or to contain less than twelve and fifty one-hundredths 
of milk solids per centum, or less fat than three per centum, or if the 
specific gravity at 60 degrees Fahrenheit is not between 1 29-1000 to 
1 33-1000, it shall be deemed to be adulterated. If milk sold or offered 
for sale under the provisions of this act as skimmed milk has a specific 
gravity at 00 degrees Fahrenheit less than 1,032 and greater than 1,037, 
it shall be deemed to be adulterated. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 
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73. (C. L., 11424) Sec. 13. Whenever any inspector of milk ha» 
reason to believe that any milk found by him is adulterated, he shall 
take specimens thereof and test the same with such instrument or instni- 
ments as are used for such purposes, and he shall make an analysis 
thereof, showing total solids, the i)ercentage of butter, tlie percentage 
of water and the percentage of ash; and if the result of such test and 
analysis indicates that the milk has been adulterated or deprived of its 
cream or any part thereof, the same shall be prima facie evidence of 
such adulteration in a prosecution under this act. 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 

74. (C. L., 11425) Sec. 14. Any person who shall remove the cream 
or any part thereof from milk to be sold as pure milk to any manufac- 
tory in which milk is used as a material in the process of production, 
and any person who shall, in any manner, adulterate such milk, either 
by the addition of water or otherwise, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and shall, for every such offense be punished by a fine not exceeding one 
hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail or Detroit House 
of Correction not exceeding ninety days, 

[Added by Act No. 219, P. A. 1889.] 



(Act No. 106, Public Acts. 1899.) 
AN ACT in relation to the sale and delivery of milk. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

75. Section 1. No person shall offer or expose for sale, sell, exchange 
or deliver or have in his possession with intent to sell, exchange or de- 
liver, any milk to which water, chemicals or preservatives, or any other 
foreign substance has been added. The term milk as used in this act 
shall include all skimmed milk, buttermilk, cream and milk in its nat- 
ural state as drawn from the cow. 

76. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or neglects or refuses to do any of the acts or things enjoined by this 
act, or in any way violates any of its provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of not less than one 
dollar nor more than one hundred dollars and the costs of prosecution, 
or by imprisonment in the county jail not more than ninety days, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 
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INSANITARY MILK AND CREAM. 

(Act No. 222, Session Laws, 1913.) 

AN ACT to prevent and punish the sale of unclean and insanitary 
cream and milk and the use thereof in the manufacture of food prod- 
ucts and to prohibit unclean and insanitary conditions of creameries, 
cheese factories, ice cream factories and milk dealer's establishments 
or outfits and fixing standards of sanitary milk and cream, and to 
regulate the sale and transportation of the same. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

77. Section 1. For the purpose of this act, the term "milk" shall 
mean the fresh, clean, lacteal secretion obtained by the complete milking 
of one or more healthy cows, properly fed and kept, excluding that 
obtained within eight days before and four days after calving, and 
contains not less than eight and one-half per cent of solids not fat, and 
not less than three per cent of milk fat; and the term "cream" shall 
mean that portion of milk, rich in milk fat, which rises to the surface 
of milk on standing, or is separated from it by centrifugal force, is fresh 
and clean, and contains not less than eighteen per cent of milk fat. 
Milk, which shall be drawn from cows that are kept in barns or stjibles 
which are not reasonably well lighted and ventilated, or that are kept in 
barns or stables that are filthy from an accumulation of animal feces 
and excreta or from any other cause, or milk which shall be drawn 
from cows which are themselves in a filthy condition; or milk kept or 
transported in dirty, rusty or opened-seamed cans or other utensils; or 
milk that is stale, putrescent, or putrid ; or milk to which has been added 
any unclean, or unwholesome foreign substance ; or milk which has been 
kept exposed to foul or noxious air or gases in barns occupied by ani- 
mals, or kept exposed in dirty, foul or unclean places or conditions, is 
hereby declared to be insanitary milk. Cream produced from any such 
aforesaid insanitary milk; or cream produced by the use of a cream 
separator, which separator had not been thoroughly washed, cleansed 
and scalded after previous use in the separation of cream from milk ; or 
cream produced by the use of a cream separator placed or stationed in 
any unclean or filthy room or place or in any building containing a 
stable wherein are kept cattle or other animals, unless such cream sepa- 
rator is so separated and shielded by a partition from the stable portion 
of such building as to be free from all foul or noxious air or gases which 
issue or may issue from such place or stable ; or cream that is stale, put- 
rescent, or putrid; or cream that is kept or transported in dirty, rusty 
or open-seamed cans or other utensils ; or cream which has been kept ex- 
posed to foul or noxious air or gases in barns occupied by animals, or in 
dirty, foul or unclean places or conditions, is hereby declared to be in- 
sanitary cream. 

78. Sec. 2. No person shall by himself, his servant or agent, or as 
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tlie servant or agent of any other person, or as the officer, servant or 
agent of any firm or corporation, sell or offer for sale, furnish or deliver, 
or have in possession or under his control with intent to sell or offer 
for sale, or furnish, or deliver to any person, firm or corporation an 
food for man, or to any creamery, cheese factorj% milk condensing fac- 
tory, or milk or cream dealer, any insanitary milk or any insanitary 
cream. 

79. Sec. 3. No person shall by himself, his servant or agent, or as 
the ser\'ant or agent of any other person, or as the servant or agent of 
any firm or corporation, manufacture for sale any article of food fov 
man from any insanitary milk or from any insanitary cream. 

80. Sec. 4. All premises and utensils used in the handling of milk, 
cream, and by-products of milk, and all premises and utensils used in 
the preparation, manufacture, or sale, or offering for sale of any food 
product for man from milk or cream or the by-products of milk, which 
shall be kept in an unclean, filthy or noxious condition are hereby de- 
clared to be insanitary. It shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or 
corporation engaged in selling, or furnishing milk, cream, or any by- 
products of milk, intended for use as food for man; and it shall be 
unlawful for any person, firm or corporation engaged in selling or 
furnishing milk, cream, or any by-products of milk, to any creamery^ 
cheese factory, milk condensing factoiy, or to any place where such 
milk, cream, or by-products of milk are manufactured or prepared into 
a food product for man, and for sale as such; and it shall be unlawful 
for any milk dealer, or an employe of such milk dealer, or any persoai, 
firm or corporation, or the employ of such person, firm, or corporation, 
who operates a creamery, cheese factory, milk condensing factory, or 
who manufactures or prepares for sale any article of food for man from 
milk, cream, or by-product of milk, or who manufactures, re-works, or 
packs butter for sale as a food product, to maintain his premises and 
utensils in an insanitary condition. 

81. Sec. 5. Any person, finn or corporation, not a common carrier 
who receives from a common carrier in cans, bottles or other vessels any 
milk, or cream, ice cream or other dairy product intended as food for 
man, w-hich has been transported over any railroad or boat line or by 
other common carrier, w^hen such cans, bottles or vessels are to be 
returned, shall cause the said cans, bottles, or other vessels to be thor- 
oughly washed and cleansed before return shipment. 

82. Sec. 6. Any person who by himself, his servant or agent, or as 
the servant or agent of any other person, or as the officer, servant or 
agent of any firm or corporation, who violates any provision of this act 
shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine of not more than 
one hundred dollars for each and ever\'^ offense, or shall be imprisoned 
in the county jail not more than sixt^' days. 
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CONDENSED MILK LAW- 

(Act No. 176, Session Laws, 1913.) 

AN ACT to regulate the sale of condensed milk, and to provide for the 
labeling thereof so as to prevent fraud and deception. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

83. Section 1. Every container of evaporated, concentrated or con- 
densed whole milk, and every container of evaporated, concentrated or 
condensed skimmed milk, sold or offered for sale or had in possession or 
custody with intent to sell by any person, firm or corporation within 
this State, shall have plainly printed thereon in the English language, 
or attached thereto on some firmly affixed tag or label, a formula for 
extending the said evaporated, concentrated or condensed milk and said 
evaporated, concentrated or condensed skimmed milk, respectively, with 
water. The formula for the extension of said evaporated, concentrated 
or condensed whole milk shall be ^uch that the resulting milk product 
shall not be below the Michigan standard of milk solids or fat for whole 

milk, and shall be in the following form : By adding parts of 

water to one part of the contents of this can a resulting milk product 
will be obtained which will not be below the legal standard for whole 
milk. The formula for the extension of said evaporated, concentrated 
or condensed skimmed milk shall be such that the resulting milk prod- 
uct shall not be below the Michigan standard of milk solids for skimmed 

milk, and shall be in the following form : By adding parts of 

water to one part of the contents of this can a resulting milk product 
will be obtained which will not be below the legal standard for skimmed 
milk. 

84. Sec. 2. Whoever, himself, or by his servant or agent, or as the 
seiTant or agent of any person, firm or corporation, sells, exchanges 
or delivers, or has in his custody or possession with intent to sell, 
exchange or deliver any container of evaporated, concentrated or con- 
densed milk, within this State, not marked or labeled in compliance 
with the provisions of this act shall, for the offense, be punished by a 
fine of not more than one hundred dollars or by imprisonment for not 
less than three nor more than six months. 

85. Sec. 3. The provisions of this act with reference to the labeling 
of containers of condensed, concentrated and evaporated skimmed milk 
shall take effect upon the first day of October, in the year nineteen hun- 
<lred thirteen; the remaining provisions of this act shall take effect upon 
the first day of January in the year nineteen hundred fourteen. 
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OLEOMARGARINE. 

(Act No. 63, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AT ACT to regulate the manufacture, display, advertisement and sale 
of oleomargarine or imitation butter and to* prevent fraud and decep- 
tion therein and to provide penalties for violations thereof, and to 
repeal act number one hundred forty-seven of the Public Acts of 
eighteen hundred ninety-nine, entitled "^'An act in relation to the man- 
ufacture and sale of oleomargarine or imitation butter." 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

86. Section 1. No person shall sell, expose or offer for sale or 
exchange, or have in his possession with intent to sell or exchange, any 
oleomargarine or other substance made in imitation of butter, and which 
is intended to be used as a substitute for butter, unless each and every 
vessel, package, roll or parcel of such substance has distinctly and dur- 
ably printed, stamped or stenciled thereon in black letters the true name 
of such substance, in ordinary bold faced capital letters, not less than 
five line pica in size; and also the name and address of the manufac- 
turer, in ordinary bold faced letters, not less than pica in size. 

87. Sec. 2. No person shall sell, exchange or deliver any oleomar- 
garine or other substance made in imitation of butter, and which is 
intended to be used as a substitute for butter, unless he shall also deliver 
to the purchaser of each and every roll, package or parcel of such oleo- 
margarine or other substance, at the time of the delivery^ of the same, 
a distinct label, on which is plainly and legibly printed in black ink in 
ordinary bold faced capital letters not less than five line pica in size, 
the true name of such substance and also the name and address of the 
manufacturer, in ordinary bold faced letters not less than pica in size. 

[Am. by Act No. 116, P. A. 1915.] 

88. Sec. 3. The proprietor or keeper of any store, hotel, restaurant, 
eating saloon, boarding house, or other place where oleomargarine is 
sold or furnished to persons paying for the same, shall have placed on 
the walls of every store or room where oleomargarine is sold or furnished 
a white placard on which is printed in black ink, in plain Roman let- 
lers of not less than three inches in length, and not less than two inches 
in width, the words "Oleomargarine sold or used here," and shall at all 
times keep the same exposed in such conspicuous place as to be readily 
seen by any and all persons entering such store, or other room or rooms. 

80. Sec. 4. No person shall use in any way, in connection or associ- 
ation with the sale or exposure for sale or advertisement of any sub- 
stance designed to be used as a substitute for butter, the word "butter," 
"creamery," or "dairy," or the name or representation of any breed of 
dairy cattle, or any combinations of such word or words and representa- 
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tion, or any other words or symbols or combination thereof commonly 
used in the sale of butter. 

90. Sec. 5. For the purpose of this act the word "butter" shall be 
understood to mean the food product usually known as butter, and 
which is made exclusively from milk or cream, or both, with or without 
common salt, and with or without additional coloring matter. 

91. Sec. 6. For the purpose of this act certain manufactured sub- 
stances, certain extracts and certain mixtures and compounds, includ- 
ing such mixtures and compounds with butter, shall be known and desig- 
nated as "oleomargarine," nameh^: All substances heretofore known 
as oleomargarine, oleo, oleomargarine oil, butterine, lardine, suine and 
neutral; all mixtures and compounds of oleomargarine, oleo, oleomar- 
garine oil, butterine, lardine, suine and neutral; all lard extracts and 
tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds of tallow, beef fat, 
suet, lard, lard oil, vegetable oil, butterine, lardine, suine and neutral; 
all lard extracts and tallow extracts; and all mixtures and compounds 
of tallow, beef fat, suet, lard, lard oil, vegetable oil, intestinal fat, and 
offal fat, made in imitation or semblance of butter, or when so made, 
calculated or intended to be sold or used as butter or for butter. 

92. Sec. 7. Whoever violates any of the provisions of this act shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars, nor more than five 
hundred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail or State House of Correction and Reformatory at Ionia, 
for not less than six months nor more than three years, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court, for each and every 
offense. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

93. Sec. 8. Act number one hundred forty-seven of the Public Acts 
of eighteen hundred ninety-nine, is hereby repealed. 



(Act No. 22, Public Acts, 1901.) 

AN ACT to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of imitation 

butter. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

94. Section 1. No person, by himself or his agents, or servants, 
shall render or manufacture, sell, or offer for sale, expose for sale, or 
have in his possession with intent to sell, any article, product or com- 
pound made wholly or in part out of any fat, oil or oleaginous substance 
or compound thereof, not produced from unadulterated milk or cream 
from the same, which shall be in imitation of yellow butter produced 
from pure unadulterated milk or cream of the same: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the manufacture or 
sale of oleomargarine in a separate and distinct form, and in such man- 
ner as will advise the consumer of its real character, free from colora- 
tion or ingredient that causes it to look like butter. 
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95. Sec. 2. Whoever violates any of the provisions of section one of 
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars nor more 
than five hundred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprison- 
ment in the county jail or State House of Correction and Reformatory 
at Ionia for not less than six months nor more than three years, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court, for eack 
and every offense. 



RENOVATED BUTTER. 
(Act No. 243, Public Acts, 1903, as amended.) 

AN ACT in relation to the manufacture and sale of renovated butter.. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

96. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture for- 
sale, offer or expose for sale, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his 
possession with the intent to sell, exchange or deliver, any butter that 
is produced by taking original packing stock butter or other butter, or 
both, melting the same so that the butter fat can be drawn off or- 
extracted, mixing the said butter fat with skimmed milk, or milk or- 
cream, or other milk product, and rechurning or reworking the said mix- 
ture; nor shall any person, firm or corporation manufacture for sale, 
offer or expose for sale, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his posses- 
sion for any such purpose any butter which has been subjected to any 
process by which it is melted, clarified or refined, and made to resemble- 
butter, and is commonly known as boiled, process or renovated butter, 
and which for the purpose of this act is hereby designated as "Renovated 
Butter," unless the same shall be branded or marked as provided in 
section two of this act. 

07. Sec. 2. Whoever, himself or by his agent or as the servant or 
agent of another person, shall sell, expose for sale or have in his custody 
or possession with the intent to sell any renovated butter as defined in 
section one of this act, shall have the words "renovated butter" con- 
spicuously stamped, labeled or marke<l in one or two lines and in plain 
(lothic letters, at least three-eighths of an inch square, so that the words 
cannot easily be defaced, upon two sides of each and every tub, firkin, 
box or package containing said renovatefl butter; or if such butter is 
exposed for sale uncovered, or not in a case or package, a placard con- 
taining said words in the same form as above described in this section 
shall be attached to the mass in such a manner as to be easily seen and 
read by the purchaser. When renovated butter is sold from such pack- 
siges or otherwise at retail in print, roll or other form, before being 
delivered to the purchaser, it shall be wrapped in wrappers plainly 
stamped on the outside thereof with the words "renovated butter" 
printed or stamped thereon in one or two lines, and in plain Gothic let- 
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ters at least three-eighths of an inch square^ and such wrappers shall 
contain no other words or printing thereon, and said words "i-enovated 
butter" so stamped or printed on the said wrapper shall not be in any 
manner concealed, but shall be in plain view of the purchaser at the 
time of the purchase. The proprietor or keeper of any hotel, restaurant^ 
eating saloon, boarding house, or other place where renovated butter is 
furnished to persons paying for the same, shall have placed on the walls 
of every store or room where renovated butter is furnished, a white 
placard on which is printed in black ink, in plain Roman letters of not 
less than three inches in length, and not less than two inches in width, 
the words "renovated butter used here," and shall at all times keep the 
same exposed in such conspicuous place as to be readily seen by any and 
all persons entering such store, hotel, restaurant or other room or rooms. 

[Am. by Act No. 119, P. A. 1909. Am. by Act No. 15, P. A. 1915.] 

98. Sec. 3. Whoever shall violate any of the provisions of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars nor more 
than five hundred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprison- 
ment in the county jail or Michigan Reformatory at Ionia, for not less 
than six months nor more than three years, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment, in the discretion of the court, for each and every offense. 

99. Sec. 4. Act number two hundred fifty-four of the Public Acts 
of eighteen hundred ninety-nine, entitled "An act to regulate the sale of 
butter produced by taking original packing stock and other butter and 
melting the same so that the butter oil can be drawn off, mixed with 
skimmed milk or other material, and by emulsion or other process pro- 
duce butter, and butter produced by any similar process and commonly 
known as "process" butter; providing for the enforcement thereof, and 
punishment for the violation of the same," is hereby repealed. 



BUTTER AND CREAM STANDARDS. 

(Act No. 244, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to regulate the sale of butter and cream in the State of Michi- 
gan, and to prescribe a penalty for the violation of this act. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

100. Section 1. No person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his 
l)ossession with intent to sell, or sell as butter any product which contains 
less than eighty per cent of milk fat, and which is not made exclusively 
from milk or cream, or both, with or without common salt and with or 
without additional coloring matter. 

101. Sec. 2. No person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his 
possession with intent to sell, or sell as cream any product which con- 
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tains less than eighteen per cent of milk fat, and which is not that por- 
tion of milk, rich in milk fat, which rises to the surface of milk on 
standing, or is separated from it by centrifugal force, and which is not 
clean: Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not be deemed 
to apply to any person not a manufacturer or producer of butter and 
cream, who has bought the products mentioned in this act for resale, 
and when found to be under the standard prescribed by this act, shall 
furnish information from whom his products were received. 

102. 8ec. 3. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited 
or wilfully neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things enjoined by 
this act, or in any way violate any of its provisions, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and where no sijecific penalty is prescribed by 
this act shall be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five nor more 
than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for a 
period of not more than ninety days, or by both such fine and imprison- 
ment in the discretion of the court. 



CANDY. 

(Act No. 207, Public Acts, 1911.) 

AN ACT to prevent the adulteration of caudies and to regulate the sale 

thereof. 

The People of the State of Michigan enait: 

103. Skctiox 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture 
for sale, offer or expose for sale, sell, exchange or deliver, or have in his 
possession with the intent to sell, exchange or deliver, any candies or 
confectioneries adulterated bv the admixture of terra alba, barvtes talc 
or other earthy or mineral substances, or any poisonous colors, flavors 
or extracts, or other deleterious ingredients detrimental to health. 

104. Sec. 2. Whoever violates any of the provisions of section one 
of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof, shall be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars nor 
more than one thousand dollars and the costs of prosecution, or by 
imprisonment in the county jail or State House of Correction and 
Reformatory at Ionia for not less than six months nor more than three 
yearsj or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court for each and every offense. 

105. Sec. 3. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act 
are hereby repealed. 
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PEPPER. 

(Act No. 180, Public Acts, 1901.) 

AN ACT to provide for the manufacture and sale of black pepper in 
this State and to provide a penalty for the violation of the provisions 
of this act. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

106. Section 1. Within this State no person, firm or corporation 
shall manufacture, offer or expose for sale, keep in possession with intent 
to sell, or sell any ground or whole black pepper containing any foreign 
substance whatever. All black pepper shall contain not more than six 
and one-half per cent ash or mineral matter; and shall contain not less 
than twenty-five per cent starch as determined by the diastase method ; 
and shall contain not less than six-tenths of one per cent nor more than 
one and three-fourths per cent volatile ether extract ; and shall contain 
not more than ten per cent nor less than six and one-half per cent of 
non-volatile ether extract; and shall contain not more than sixteen per 
cent of crude fibre. 

107. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited 
or neglects or refuses to do any of the acts or things enjoined by this 
act, or in any way violates any of its provisions, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than twenty- 
five dollars nor more than five hundred dollars and the costs of the pros- 
ecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail not more than ninety 
days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court. 



CORN SYRUP. 

(Act No. 123, Public Acts, 1903.) 

AN ACT in relation to the sale of corn syrup. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

108. Section 1. No person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his 
possession with intent to sell, or sell, any cane syrup, beet syrup, or glu- 
cose, unless the barrel, cask, keg, can, pail or package containing the 
same be distinctly branded or labeled with the true and appropriate 
name; nor shall any person offer or expose for sale, have in his posses- 
sion with intent to sell, or sell any cane syrup or beet syrup mixed with 
glucose unless the barrel, cask, keg, can, pail or package containing the 
same be distinctly branded or labeled "Glucose Mixture" or "Corn 
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Syrup," in plain gotliic type not less than tliree-eigliths of an inch 
square, with the name and percentage by weight of each ingredient con- 
tained therein plainly stamped, branded or stenciled on each package in 
plain Gothic letters not less than one-quarter of an inch square. Each 
and every package of syrup either simple or mixed shall bear the name 
and address of the manufacturer. Such mixtures or syrups shall have 
no other designation or brand than herein required that represents or 
is the name of any article which contains a saccharine substance; and 
all brands or labels required shall be an inseparable part of the general 
or distinguishing label and that the general or distinguishing label shall 
be that principal and conspicuous sign under which it is sold. 

100. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, or 
neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things required by this act, or 
in any way violate any of the provisions, shall be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than twenty-five dol- 
lars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county 
jail for a period of not less than thirty nor more than ninety days, or 
by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 



PRESERVATIVES. 
(Act No. 7, Public Acts, 1905.) 

AN ACT in relation to the use of preservatives in food products. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

110. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture, 
sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in his possession with intent 
to sell, any food product containing benzoic acid or benzoate of sodium, 
or any other harmless preservative, unless each and every package con- 
taining the same shall, in the condition in which it is exposed for sale, 
be distinctly, conspicuously, and legibly branded, labeled or marked, in 
plain English letters, with the words "Prepared with" followed by the 
proper English name of the preservative used: Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to prohibit or regulate, by branding or 
otherwise, the use as a preservative of common salt, syrup, sugar, salt 
petre, spices, alcohol, vinegar, or wood smoke: And provided further, 
That the provisions of this act shall not apply to dairy products. 

111. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things required by this act, 
or in any way violate any of its provisions, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine not less than ten dollars 
nor more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county 
jail for a period of not more than ninety days, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

This act is ordered to take immediate effect. 
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MAPLE SUGAR AND SYRUP. 
(Act No. 170, Public Acts. 1893.) 

AN ACT to prohibit the adulteration of maple sugar, maple molasses 

and maple syrup. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

112. (5007) Section 1. That it shall be unlawful for any person, 
dealer, firm, manufacturer or corporation to manufacture and sell, or 
offer for sale, any maple sugar, maple molasses or maple syrup that is 
in anywise adulterated with common sugar, beet sugar, glucose or any 
other foreign substance without distinctly marking, stamping or label- 
ing the article or the package containing the same with the true and 
appropriate name of such article and the percentage in which common 
sugar, beet sugar, glucose or any other foreign substance enters into the 
composition of the same. 

113. (5008) Sec. 2. Any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer or cor- 
poration who shall sell or offer for sale, and who shall falsely stamp or 
misrepresent or label any cans, jugs, jars, or packages containing maple 
molasses or maple syrup, and any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer or 
corporation who shall sell or offer for sale any maple sugar that is in 
anywise adulterated, who falsely misrepresents or labels or stamps the 
same, or knowingly permits such misrepresentation or false stamping or 
labeling, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished with a 
fine not less than fifty dollars, in case of vender, and in the case of man- 
ufacturers and those falsely or fraudulently stamping or labeling or mis- 
representing such goods, shall be fined not less than five hundred dol- 
lars, nor more than one thousand dollars, and it shall be the duty of 
any board of health in this State, or food commissioner, should there be 
one, cognizant of any violation of this act to prosecute any person, 
dealer, firm, manufacturer, or corporation, w^hich it has reason to believe 
has violated any of the provisions of this act, and after deducting the 
costs of trial and conviction the balance of ifine recovered, one-half be 
placed in the township treasury wherein the conviction is made, the 
balance placed to the general fund of the county. Any (person) per- 
sons, dealer, firm, manufacturer or corporation who shall knowingly 
sell or offer for sale any cans, jugs, jars, or packages containing maple 
molasses, maple syrup, or maple sugar, that is in anywise adulterated, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and punished by a fine of not 
more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail 
for a period not to exceed three months, or by both such fine and' impris- 
onment, at the discretion of the court. 

114. (5009) Sec. 3. Any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer, or 
corporation, who shall falsely stamp or misrepresent or label any cans, 
jugs, jars, or packages, containing maple molasses, or maple syrup, or 
maple sugar, that is in anywise adulterated, or knowingly permits such 
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(misrepresentation) misrepresentations or false stamping or labeling, 
shall be deemed gnilty of a misdemeanor, and punished by a fine, not 
more than five hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail 
for a period of not more than one year, or by both such fine or imprison- 
ment, in the discretion of the court. 



ICE CREAM. 

(Act No. 70, Public Acts, 1909.) 

AN ACT to regulate the manufacture and sale of ice cream within the 

limits of the State of Michigan. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

115. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture 
for sale, keep for sale, sell, barter, exchange or deal in ice cream which 
shall contain any substance other than milk, cream, eggs, sugar, and 
some neutral flavoring gelatin or vegetable gums or which contain other 
than the required amount of milk fat as hereinafter provided. 

116. Sec. 2. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture for 
sale, keep for sale, sell, barter, or deal in ice cream adulterated within 
the meaning of this act. 

117. Sec. 3. Ice cream shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of this act: 

First, If it shall contain boric acid, formaldehyde, saccharin, or any 
other added substance or compound that is deleterious to health ; 

Second, If it shall contain salts of copper, iron oxide, ocres or any 
coloring substance deleterious to health : Provided, That this paragraph 
shall not be construed to prohibit the use of harmless coloring matter in 
ice cream when not used for fraudulent purposes ; 

Third, If it shall contain any deleterious flavoring matter, or flavor- 
ing matter not true to name; 

Fourth, If it be an imibition of, or offered for sale under the name of 
another article ; 

Fifth, If it contains less than ten per centum milk fat, except where 
fruit or nuts are used for the i)urpose of flavoring when it shall not 
contain less than eight per centum milk fat. Nothing in this act shall 
be construed to prohibit the use of not to exceed seven-tenths of one i>er 
centum of pure gelatin, gum tragacanth or other vegetable gums. 

[Am. by Act No. 224, P. A. 1913.] 

118. Sec. 4. The standard of ice cream in tliis State and for the 
purpose of this act is hereby declared to be a frozen product made from 
milk, cream, eggs and sugar with or without a natural flavoring and the 
gums mentioned in the preceding section and contains not less than ten 
per cent of milk fat. Fruit ice cream is a frozen product made from 
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milk, cream, eggs and sugar and sound, clean, mature fruits, and con- 
tains not less than eight per cent of milk fat. Nut ice cream is a frozen 
product made from milk, cream, eggs, sugar and sound, non-rancid nuts, 
and contains not less than eight per cent of milk fat. 

[Am. by Act No. 224, P. A. 1913.] 

119. Sec. 5. It shall not be lawful for any person, firm or corpo- 
ration to sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in possession with 
intent to sell, any ice cream in any container which is falsely labeled or 
branded as to the name of the manufacturer thereof or to misrepresent 
in any way the place of manufacture of ice cream or the manufacturer 
thereof. 

120. Sec. 6. Each person, firm or corporation engaged in the manu- 
facture of ice cream as a business within this State, after this act shall 
take effect, shall file with the Dairy and Food Commissioner an appli 
cation for a license accompanied with a fee of five dollars, and upon 
receipt of such application the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall issue 
to the person, firm or corporation making such application a license to 
manufacture ice cream, as provided in this act, which license sliall run 
for one year from the date of the application, iind shall be renewed 
annually thereafter. 

The money so collected by the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall be 
paid into the State treasury and be used to help defray the expenses of 
the office of tlie Dairy and Food Commissioner in addition to the annual 
appropriation therefor: Provided, That this section shall not apply 
except in cities of more than three thousand inhabitants, by the last 
17nited States census, to any person, firm or corporation manufacturing 
and selling ice cream by the dish direct to the consumer. 

121. Sec. 7. Any person, firm or corporation who shall violate any 
of the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and upon conviction shall be fined not less than twenty-five dollars nor 
more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail 
for not less than thirty days nor more than ninety days, or by both buch 
fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

122. Sec. 8. The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall be charged 
with the enforcement of the provisions of this act. This act is ordered 
to take immediate effect. 

25 
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MILL PRODUCTS. 
(Act No. 208, Public Acts. 1909.) 

AN ACT to establish uniform weights anil measures of the various pro- 
ducts of cereals in barrels or the fractional parts thereof when packed 
for sale or exposed for sale to firms or persons within this State, and 
to provide for the marking of the weight on ])ackages of the lU'oducts 
of such cereals. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

123. Section 1. When mill products of wheat, corn, rye or buck- 
wheat, known as flour, grits, meal or conqmunds of the same are placed 
or packed in barrels, fractional parts of a barrel or sacks to be sold or 
billed to any person or persons within this State, the standard weight 
or measure of a barrel or the fractional part thereof shall be as follows, 
viz : 

One hundred ninety-six pounds for a barrel; 

Ninety-eight i)ounds for one-half barrel; 

Forty-nine pounds for one-quarter barrel ; 

Twenty-four and one-half pounds for one-eighth barrel ; 

Twelve and one-fourth pounds for one-sixteenth barrel; 

Six and one-eighth pounds for one thirty-second barrel. 

The full and correct weights as herein established shall be placed in 
said barrel or fractional part thereof by the manufacturer, company, 
dealer, person or persons filling the same, and the weights as herein 
establislied shall be the legal weights in this State for such p.ickages 
when they are bought or sold, offered or expov^ed for sale, or in posses- 
sion with intent to sell, or sold and delivered, ordered or billed. 

124. Sec. 2. No person or persons shall sell, offer or expose for sale 
in this State by the barrel, or by the fractional parts of a barrel as 
herein established, any of the mill products specified in section one 
hereof, unless the barrel or fractional part of such barrel shall contain 
the full weight of such mill product as is provided for in section one 
hereof. 

125. Sec. 3. Before any package containing the mill products or 
compounds of such mill products specified in section one of this act shall 
be sold or offered or exposed for sale in this State, the number of pounds 
contained therein shall be plainly printed or stamped on the face label 
in plain English letters and numbers not less that one-half inch high. 
When such packages are sold as one-half, one-quarter, one-eighth, one- 
sixteenth or one-thirtv-second of a barrel thev shall be so marked in 
addition to the number of pounds marked thereon as herein provided. 

126. Sec. 4. No manufacturer, company, dealer or person shall 
abstract any part of the mill products from the standard ])ackage or 
fractional parts named in section one, and sell such package as a barrel 
or fractional part of a barrel as defined in section one. 
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127. Sec. 5. Any manufacturer, company, dealer, person or persons 
who shall knowingly sell, offer or expose for sale or for distribution in 
this State any package containing mill products of the cereals enumer 
ated in section one which are stamped or labeled with a greater number 
of pounds than such package actually contains, or who shall put up or 
sell in this State any of the mill products of the above named cereals 
in a manner contrary to the provisions of this act, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a 
fine of not less than twenty-live dollars nor more than five hundred dol- 
lars and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail 
or the Michigan Reformatory at Ionia for not less than ninety days nor 
more than one year or by both such fine and imprisonment in the dis- 
cretion of the court for each and eveiy offense : Provided however. That 
nothing in this act shall be construed to cover or affect sales or ship- 
ments made to any manufacturer, company, dealer, person or persons 
outside of this State and not intended for sale or shipment back into 
this State. 

128. Sec. 6. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner to investigate all complaints of violations of this act, and to take 
all steps necessary to its enforcement. It shall be the duty of all pros- 
ecuting officers of this State to prosecute to completion all suits brought 
under the provisions of this act ui)on complaint of said commissioner 
or any person. 

129. Sec. 7. This act shall take effect and be operative from and 
after January first, nineteen hundred ten. 



LINSEED OR FLAXSEED OIL. 
(Act No. 110, Public Acts, 1909.) 

AN ACT to prevent the adulteration of linseed oil or flaxseed oil and 
to prevent fraud in the sale thereof and in the sale of compounds 
thereof, and to repeal all acts in conflict herewith. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

130. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation, by himself, his serv- 
ant, or agent, or as the servant or agent of any other person, firm or 
<*orporation, shall manufacture or mix for sale, sell, offer or expose for 
sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell in this State, under the 
name of raw linseed oil or raw flaxseed oil, any substance which is not 
wholly the product obtained from well cleaned flaxseed or linseed, and 
unless the aforesaid oil also fulfills the requirements of the nineteen 
hundred edition of the Pharnmcopoeia of the United States, which fol- 
lows : 

1. Specific gravity 0.925 to 0.935 at 25 deg. C. (77 deg. F.) It does 
not congeal at temperatures above 20 deg. C. ( — 4 deg. F.). It is solu- 
ble in about ten parts of absolute alcohol and in all proportions in ether, 
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chloroform, petroleum, benzine, carbon disulphide and oil of turpentine. 
It should not more than slightly redden blue litmus paper, previously 
moistened with alcohol (limit of free acid). The oil should be com- 
pletely saponifiable with alcoholic potassium hydroxide T. S. and the 
resulting soap should be completely soluble in water without leaving 
an oily residue, (absence of mineral oils and rosin oils). If 2 CC. of 
the oil be warmed and shaken in a test tube with an equal volume of 
glacial acetic acid, and if to this mixture, after cooling, one drop of sul- 
phuric acid be added, a greenish color should be produced. (A violet 
color under these circumstances indicates the presence of rosin oils). 
Linseed oil saponified by alcoholic potassium hydroxide T. S. should 
show a saponification value of from 187 to 195. If 0.15 CC. of linseed 
oil be dissolved in 10 CC. of chloroform in a 250 CC. flask at 25 CC. of 
a mixture of equal volume of alcoholic iodine T. S. and alcoholic mer- 
curic chloride T. S. added, and if, after standing for sixteen hours, pro- 
tected from the light, 20 CC. potassium iodide T. S. be introduced and 
the mixture diluted.^ with 50 CC. of water on titrating the excess of 
iodine with tenth normal sodium thiosulphate V. S. an iodine value of 
not less than 170 should be obtained. No person, firm or corporation, 
by himself, his servant or his agent, or as the servant or agent of any 
other person, firm or corporation, shall manufacture or mix for sale, 
sell, offer or expose for sale or have in his possession with intent to sell 
in this State, any substance as boiled linseed oil or as boiled flaxseed 
oil, unless the same shall have been prepared by heating raw linseed oil, 
as defined above: Provided, That if drier is used in said boiled linseed 
oil or boiled flaxseed oil, the same shall have been i)repare<l by incorpo- 
rating said drier with raw linseed oil, as defined above, at a temperature 
of not less than 225 deg. Fahrenheit, and furthermore contains not less 
than 96 per cent of linseed oil; and for the purpose of this act it shall 
also be deemed a violation thereof if said boiled linseed oil prepared 
either with or without drier does not conform to the following require- 
ments: 1 Its specific gravity at (50 deg. Fahrenheit must be not less 
than 0.935 and not greater than 0.945; 2. Its saponification value 
(Koettstorfer figure) must not be less than 186; l^. Its iodine number 
(Huebl's method) must be not less than 160; 4. Its acid value must 
not exceed 10; 5. The volatile matter expelled at 212 deg. Fahrenheit 
must not exceed one-half of one per cent; 6. No mineral oil shall be 
present and the amount of unsaponifiable matter as determined by stand- 
ard methods shall not exceed 2.5 per cent; 7. The film left after flow- 
ing the oil over glass and allowing it to drain in a vertical or nearly 
vertical position must dry free from tackiness in not to exceed twenty 
hours, at a temperature of about 70 deg. Fahrenheit. Linseed oil or 
flaxseed oil which does not conform to the foregoing requirements shall 
be deemed to be adulterated within the meaning of this act. 

131. Sec. 2. No person, firm or corporation, either by himself or 
another, shall sell, offer or expose for sale, or have in his possession with 
intent to sell in this State any linseed oil or flaxseed oil, except under its 
true name, and unless each barrel, keg or can of such oil has plainly 
and durably painted, stamped, stenciled, labeled or marked thereon the 
true name of such oil in ordinary bold-faced capital letters, not less than 
five lines pica in size, together with the name and address of the man- 
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nfacturer, jobber or dealer : Provided, That if the contents of the pack- 
age be less than twenty-five gallons, the type shall not be less than two 
lines pica in size. Proof that any person, firm or corporation has or 
had possession of any oil or compound which is adulterated or mis- 
branded within the meaning of this act, shall be prima facie evidence 
that the possession thereof is in violation of this act. 

132. Sec. 3. Linseed pil compounds or flaxseed oil compounds 
ilesigned to take the place of raw or boiled linseed oil or raw or boiled 
flaxseed oil as defined in section one of this act, whether sold, offered 
or exposed for sale under invented proprietary names or titles or not, 
shall bear conspicuously upon the containing vessel, in capital letters 
not less than five line pica in size, the word "Compound,'" followed 
immediately with the true distinctive names of the actual ingredients 
in the order of their greater preponderance, in the English language, 
in plain legible type of the same size, not less than two lines pica in size, 
in continuous list with no intervening matter of any kind, and shall also 
bear the name and address of the manufacturer, jobber or dealer. Any 
oil or compounds required to be branded by the provisions of this act 
and not complying with sections two and three shall be deemed to be 
misbranded within the meaning of this act. 

133. 8ec. 4. It is hereby made a duty of the State Dairy and Food 
Commissioner to enforce the provisions of this act. 

134. Sec. 5. The State Dairy and Food Commissioner, his agents, 
assistants, inspectors, chemists or others appointed by him, shall have 
full rights of ingress and egress to the premises occupied by parties who 
manufacture, sell or deal in linseed oil or flaxseed oil, or linseed oil com- 
l)ounds or flaxseed oil compounds, and also shall have power and 
authority to open any tank, barrel, can or other vessel believed to con- 
tain such oil and inspect the contents thereof and to take therefrom 
samples for analysis. In case any sample so taken shall prove on analy- 
sis to be adulterated or misbranded in violation of the provisions of this 
act it shall be the duty of the State Dairy and Food Commissioner to 
proceed against the offender as herein provided. No person shall 
obstruct the State Dairy and Food Commissioner or any of his assist- 
ants by refusing entrance to any place which he desires to enter in the 
discharge of his official duty as provided in this act, nor shall any person 
refuse to deliver to him a sample of oil when same is requested and 
when the value thereof is tendered. 

135. Sec. 6. Any person, firm or corporation convicted of violating 
any of the provisions of the foregoing act shall, for the first offense be 
punished by a fine in any sum not less than twenty-five dollars and not 
more than one hundred dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail 
not exceeding thirty days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court; and for the second and each subsequent offense 
by a fine of not less than fifty dollars and not more than two hundred 
dollars or by imprisonment in the county jail not exceeding one year, or 
both in the discretion of the court ; or the fine above may be sued for and 
recovered before any justice of the peace or any court of competent juris- 
diction, in the county where the offense shall have been committed, at 
the instance of the State Dairy and Food Commissioner or any other 
person in the name of the People of the State of Michigan as plaintiff 
and shall be recovered in an action of debt. 
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136. Sec. 7. All acts and parte of acts iueonsistent with this act 
are hereby rei)eale(l. 



DRUGS. • 

(Act No. 146, Public Acts, 1909.) 

AN ACT to iirohibit and prevent adulteration, misbranding, fraud and 
deception in the manufacture and sale of drugs and drug products iu 
the State of Michigan and to provide for the enforceinent thereof. 

The People of the Htate of Michigan enact: 

l'J7. Section 1. No person shall within this State manufacture for 
sale, have in his possession with intent to sell, offer or expose for sale, 
or sell, any drug or drug product which is adulterated or misbranded 
within the meaning of this act. 

\:\H. Sec. 2. The term ''drug" as used in this act shall include all 
medicines and preparations recognized in the United States Pharmaco- 
]>oeia or National Formulaiy for internal or external use, and any sub- 
stance or mixture of substances or device intended to be used for the 
cure, mitigation or prevention of disease of either man or other animals. 

[Am. by Act No. 152, P. A. 1915.] 

l.'JO. Sec. 3. An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of this act: 

First, If, when it is sold under or by a name recognized in the United 
States Pharmacopoeia or National Formulary, it differs from the stand- 
ard of strength, quality or purity as determined by the test laid down 
in the United States Pharmacopoeia or National Formulary official at 
the time of investigation : Provided, That no drug defined in the United 
States Pharmacopoeia or National Formulary shall be deemed to be 
adulterated under this provision if the standard of strength, quality or 
])urity be plainly stated ui)on the principal label of the bottle, box, or 
other container thereof, although the standard may differ from that 
determined by the test laid down in the United States Pharmacopoeia 
or National Formulary; 

Second, If the strength or purity fall below the i)rofessed standard or 
quality under which it is sold. 

[Am. by Act No. 152, P. A. 1915.] 

140. Sec. 4. An article shall be deemed to be misbranded within the 
meaning of the act : 

First, If it is an imitation of, or offered for sale under the name of 
another article; 

Second, If the contents of the package as originally put up shall have 
been removed in whole or in part, and other contents shall have been 
placed in such package, or if the package fail to bear a statement on the 
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label of the quantity or proportion of any alcohol, antipyrin, opium, 
morphine, codeine, heroin, cocaine, alpha or beta eucaine, chloroform, 
cannabis indica, chloral hydrate or acetanilide, or any derivative or 
preparation of any such substances, contained therein : Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed to apply to the dispensing of prescrip- 
tions written by regularly licensed practicing physicians, veterinary sur- 
geons and dentists, and kept on file by the dispensing pharmacist, nor 
to such drugs as are recognized in the Unite<l States Pharmacopoeia and 
^'ational Formulary, and which are sold under the name by which they 
are so recognized ; 

Third, If the package containing it or its label shall bear any state' 
ment, design or device regarding the ingredients, or the substances con- 
tained therein, which statement, design or device shall be false or mis- 
leading in any particular, and to any drug or drug product which is 
falsely branded as to the state, territory or country in which it is manu- 
factured or produced ; 

Fourth, If its package or label shall bear or contain any statement, 
design or device regarding the curative or therapeutic effect of such 
articles or any of the ingredients or substances contained therein, which 
is false and fraudulent. 

[Am. by Act No. 152, P. A. 1915.] 

141. Sec. 5. The president of the board of pharmacy, the president 
of the State Board of Health and the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall 
jointly make such rules and regulations as may be necessary for the en- 
forcement of this act. 

142. Sec. 6. It shall be the duty of the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner to investigate all complaints of violations of this act and take 
all steps necessaiT to its enforcement; and to this end he shall appoint 
two drug inspectors who shall be registered pharmacists, and one compe- 
tent analyst which inspectors and analyst shall hold office at the pleas- 
ure of said commissioner, and until others are appointed ; and the said 
Dairy and Food Commissioner or his deputy and the said drug inspec- 
tors or any of them shall in a lawful manner inquire into the drug 
products which are manufactured or sold or exposed or offered for sale 
in this State, and may in a lawful manner procure sani])les of the same 
for analysis; and the said Dairy and Food Commissioner, his deputy, 
or said drug inspectors or any of them, shall have power to enter into 
any factory, store, salesroom, drug store or laboratory or place where 
he has reason to believe drug products are made, stored, sold or offered 
for sale, and open an}- cask, jar, bottle or package containing, or sup- 
j)Osed to contain any drug ])roduct, and take therefrom samples for 
analysis. The person making such inspection shall take such sample of 
such article or product in the presence of at least one witness, and he 
shall, in the presence of said witness mark or seal such sample and shall 
tender at the time of taking to the manufacturer or vendor of such 
product or to the person having the custody of the same the value 
thereof and a statement in writing for the taking of such sample. The 
said Dairv and Food Commissioner shall direct said analyst to make 
due and careful examination of such sample and report to him the re- 
sult of such analysis and if the same is found to be adulterated or mis- 
branded within the provisions of this act it shall be the duty of said com- 
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iiiiM^ioner, hu* ilepaty or anv drag inspector assigned to srach duty to 
make complaint against the manufacturer or Tendor thereof in^ the 
profier county and furnish all evidence thereof to obtain a conviction of 
the offense chai^erl, and in no case shall the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner or drug inspector making such complaint be required to furnish 
security for costs in any action instituted by him having for its object 
the enforcement of this act: Provided, Nothing herein contained shall 
lie held to prohibit or prevent other inspectors or chemists connecter! 
with the office of the I>airy and Food Commissioner from performing^ 
any of the duties herein imposeil upon the said drug inspectors and 
analyst, whenever in the opinion of said Dairy and Food Commissioner 
the work of his office can be expedited thereby. 

1 i:i. Hfx;. 7. In construing and enforcing the provisions of this act, 
the act, omission or failure of any officer, agent or other person acting: 
for or enifilriyeil by any corporation, company, society or association 
within the scofie of his employment or office, shall, in every case, be also 
ileiMned to lie the act, omission or failure of such corporation, company, 
siiciety or association, as well as that of the person : Provided, That no 
dealer shall Ik? prosecuted under the provisions of this act when he can 
establish a guaranty in accordance with the provisions of the national 
Uhu] and ilriig act, June thirtieth, nineteen hundred six, or a guaranty" 
signed by the wholesaler, jobber, manufacturer or other parties residing 
in this State, from whom he purchased such article, to the effect that 
the same is not a<lulterated nor misbranded within the meaning of this 
act. Said guaranty to afford protection shall contain the name and ad- 
dress of the party or parties making the sale of such article to such 
dealer, and in such case, if such guaranty was given in this State, said 
party or parties shall be amenable to the prosecution, fines and other 
penalties which would attach in due course to the dealer under the pro- 
visions of this act: Provided, however. That said guaranty shall not 
atford ])rote('tion to the vendor in any case if said product is adulterated 
or misbranded within the meaning of this act, and if said vendor shall 
have be<*n previously notified in writing by the Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner to that effect : Provided further. That in no case shall the Dair\' 
and Food Commissioner serve such notice upon any vendor of any such 
product until said Dairy and Food Commissioner shall have notified 
the manufacturer or jobber of any such product of the findings of the 
State Analyst with reference to such product; such notification to such 
manufacturer or jobber shall be in writing and shall be mailed ten days 
j)revious to any notice sent to any vendor in accordance with this section. 

144. Sec. H. Nothing in this'act shall affect any drug product manu- 
factured in this State for export to any foreign country or for sale in 
any other state, when such drug product is not adulterated or mis- 
branded within the meaning of the laws of such foreign country or state; 
but if said article shall be in fact sold or offered for sale for use or con- 
sumption within this State, then such article shall not be exempt from 
the o])eration of any of the provisions of this act. 

M5. Sec. 9. It shall be the duty of each prosecuting attorney, when 
called u])on by the said Dairy and Food Commissioner, or by any person 
by him authorized as aforesaid, to render any legal assistance in his 
l)()wer in proceedings under the provisions of this act or any subsequent 
act relative to the adulteration or misbranding of drug products. 
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14G. Sbc. 10. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, 
or wilfully neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or things enjoined by 
this act, or in any way violate any of its provisions, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished 
by a fine of not less than twenty-five nor more than five hundred dollars, 
or by imprisonment in the county jail for a period of not more than 
ninety days, or by both fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the 
court. 

147. Sec. 11. The sum of six thousand dollars is hereby appropriated 
for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred eleven, and 
for each fiscal year thereafter there is hereby appropriated the sum of 
six thousand dollars. Out of the amounts appropriated by this act 
jshall be paid all salaries and expenses provided for herein. 



TURPENTINE. 

(Act No. 175, Public Acts. 1911.) 

AN ACT regulating the sale of turpentine and providing penalties for 

the violation of this act. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

148. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture, 
mix for sale, sell or offer for sale for other than medical purposes, under 
the name of turpentine or under a name composed of a part or parts of 
the word turpentine, or spirits of turpentine, any article which is not 
wholly distilled from resin, turpentine gum or scrape from pine trees 
and unmixed and unadulterated with oil, benzine or other foreign sub- 
stance of any kind whatsoever, unless the package containing the same 
shall be stenciled or marked with letters not less than one inch square 
and one-fourth inch apart "adulterated turpentine," except turpentine 
produced from turpentine gum extracted wholly from pine wood, which 
turpentine is known as "wood turpentine" must be stenciled or marked 
^•wood turpentine" with letters not less than one inch square and one- 
fourth inch apart. When such wood turpentine is mixed and adulterated 
with oil, benzine or other foreign substance of any kind whatsoever, the 
<'ontainer shall be stenciled or marked "adulterated wood turpentine" 
with letters not less than one inch square and one-fourth inch apart. 
When wood turpentine is mixed with turpentine distilled from resin, 
turpentine gum, or scrape from pine trees, in any quantity whatsoever, 
the container shall be stenciled or marked "wood turpentine" with 
letters not less than one inch square and one-fourth inch apart: Pro- 
vided, That if the contents of the package be less than twenty-five gal- 
lons, the type shall not be less than two lines pica in size. Nothing here- 
in contained shall be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale of 
any compound or imitation providing the container shall be plainly 
marked and the purchaser notified as aforesaid. 

[Am. by Act No. 372, P. A. 1913.] 
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149. Kbc. 2. The Dairy and Food Cominissioiier of Michigan shall 
enforce the provisions of this chapter and the penal statutes relating^ 
thereto, and such commissioner, his assistants, experts, chemists and 
agents shall have access and ingress to the places of business, stores 
and buildings used for the sale of turpentine, and may open any package^ 
can or jar or other receptacle containing any turpentine that may be 
manufactured, sold or offered for sale in violation of this statute. The 
inspectors, assistants or chemists appointed by such commissioner shall 
perform like duties and have like authority under this chapter and the 
penal statutes relating thereto as is provided by law in other cases. 
Such commissioner shall publish bulletins from time to time giving the 
results of the inspections and analyses with such information as he 
deems suitable. 

150. Sec. 3. Whosoever violates any jirovisions of law relating to the- 
labeling, marking or stenciling of turpentine or wood turpentine by 
manufacturers or distributors thereof, shall be fined not more than fifty 
dollars for the first offense, and for each subsequent offense shall be 
fined not less than fifty dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or 
imprisoned not less than thirty days nor more than one hundred daya 
or both. 



BABCOCK TEST. 
(Act No. 280, Public Acts, 1907.) 

AN ACT to regulate the sampling and testing of milk and cream and 
the use of the Babcock test and to make the violation of any pro- 
vision hereof a misdemeanor. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

151. Section 1. In taking sanijdes of milk or cream from any milk 
can, cream can or any container of milk or cream, the contents of such 
milk can, cream can, or container of milk and cream shall first be 
thoroughly mixed either by stirring or otherwise and the sample shall 
be taken immediately after mixing, or by any other method which gives 
a rei>resentative average sample of the contents, and it is hereby made a 
mis<leineanor to take samples by any method which does not give a 
representative average sample where milk or cream is bought or sold, and 
where the value of said milk or cream is determined by the butter fat 
contained in the same by the Babcock test. 

152. Se(\ 2. In the use of the Babcock test the term "standard Bab- 
cock testing glassware" shall apply to glassware complying with the fol- 
lowing specifications: 

(a) Standard Milk Test Bottles. 

Graduation. — The total per cent graduation shall be eight per cent. 
The graduated portion of the neck shall have a length of not less than 
sixty-three five-tenths millimeters (two and one-half inches). The gradu- 
ation shall represent whole per cent, five-tenths per cent, and tenths per 
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cent. The tenth per cent graduations shall not be less than three milli- 
meters in length ; the five-tenths per cent graduations shall be one milli- 
meter longer than the tenths per cent graduations, projecting one milli- 
meter to the left; the whole per cent graduations shall extend at least 
one-half way around the neck to the right and projecting two millimeters 
to the left of the tenths per cent graduations. Each per cent gradua- 
tion shall be numbered, the number being placed on the left of the scale. 
The arrow at any point of the scale shall not exceed one-tenth per cent. 

Neck. — The neck shall be cylindrical and the cylindrical shape shall 
extend for at least nine millimeters below the lowest and above the 
highest graduation mark. The top of the neck shall be flared to a 
diameter not less than ten millimeters. 

Bulb. — The capacity of the bulb up to the junction of the neck shall 
not be less than forty-five cubic centimeters. The shape of the bulb may 
be either cylindrical or conical with the smallest diameter at the bottom. 
If cylindrical, the outside diameter shall be between thirty-four and 
thirty-six millimeters; if conical, the outside diameter of the base shall 
be between thirty-one and thirty-three millimeters, and the maximum 
diameter between thirty-five and thirty-seven millimeters. 

The charge of the bottle shall be eighteen grams. 

The total height of the bottle shall be between one hundred fifty and 
one hundred sixty-five millimeters (five and seven-eighths and six and 
one-half inches.) 

(b) Standard Cream Test Bottles. 

Two types of bottles shall be accepted as standard cream test bottles, 
a fifty per cent nine gram short-neck bottle and a fifty per cent nine 
gram long-neck, bottle. 

Fifty per cent nine gram short-neck bottles. Graduation. — The total 
per cent graduation shall be fifty. The graduated portion of the neck 
shall have a length of not less than sixty-three five-tenths millimeters 
(two and one-half inches). The graduation shall represent five per 
cent, one per cent and five-tenths per cent. The five per cent gradua- 
tions shall extend at least one-half way around the neck of the bottle 
(to the right). The five per cent graduations shall have a length inter- 
mediate between the five per cent and the five- tenths per cent gradua- 
tions. Each five per cent graduation shall be numbered, the number be- 
ing placed on the left of the scale. The arrow at any point of the scale 
shall not exceed five-tenths per cent. 

Keck. — The neck shall be cylindrical and the cylindrical shape shall 
extend at least nine millimeters below the lowest and nine millimeters 
above the highest graduation mark. The top of the neck shall be flared 
to a diameter of not less than ten millimeters. 

Bulb. — The cay>acity of the bulb up to the junction of the neck shall 
not be less than forty-five cubic centimeters. The shape of the bulb may 
be either cylindrical or conical with the smallest diameter at the bot- 
tom. If cylindrical, the outside diameter of the base shall be between 
thirty-one and thirty-three millimeters and the maximum diameter be- 
tween thirty-five and thirty-seven millimeters. 

The charge of the bottle shall be nine grams. All bottles shall bear 
on top of the neck above the graduations, in plainly legible characters, a 
mark defining the weight of the charge to be used (nine grams). 

The total height of the bottle shall be one hundred fifty and one hun- 
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dred sixty-five millimeters (live and seven-eighths and six and one-half 
inches) same as standard milk test bottles. 

Fifty per cent nine gram long-neck bottles. — The same specifications 
in every detail as specified for the fifty per cent nine gram short-neck 
bottle shall apply for the long-neck bottle with the exception, however, 
that the total height of this bottle shall be between two hundred ten 
and two hundred thirty-five millimeters (eight and one-half and eight 
and seven-eighths inches) and that the total length of the graduation 
shall be not less than one hundred twenty millimeters. 

The Standard Babcock Pipette. 

Total length of pipette shall be not more than three hundred thirty 
millimeters (thirteen and one-fourth inches). Outside diameter of suc- 
tion tube six to eight millimeters. Length of suction tube one hundred 
twenty millimeters. Outside diameter tube one hundred to one hun- 
dred twenty millimeters. Distance of graduation mark above bulb thirty 
to sixty millimeters. IS'ozzle straight. Delivery seventeen six-tenths 
cubic centimeters of water at twentj' degrees O. in five to eight seconds. 

All butter-fat and cream scales used for the purpose of determining 
the value or per cent of butter-fat content of milk or cream by the Bab- 
cock test shall be subject to the following specifications : 

1. The scale shall be provided with a graduated face of at least ten 
divisions over which the pointer shall play. 

2. The pointer must reach to the graduated divisions and shall 
terminate in a fine point to enable the readings to be made clearly and 
distinctly. 

3. The clear interval between the divisions on the graduated face 
shall not be less than five one-hundredths inch. 

4. All scales whose weight indications are changed by an amount 
greater than one-half the tolerance allowed, when set in any position on 
a surface making an angle of three degrees or approximately five per 
cent with the horizontal, shall be equipped with leveling screws and a 
device which will indicate when the scale is level: Provided, however. 
That the scale shall be rebalanced at zero each time its position is altered 
during the test. 

5. The addition of one-half grain to the scale when loaded to capacity 
shall cause a movement of the pointer at least equal to one division on 
the graduated face. 

G. The sensibility reciprocal and tolerance of cream test and butter- 
fat test. scales shall be one half-grain (thirty milligrams). Every per- 
son, firm, company, association, corporation or agent thereof buying and 
paying for milk or cream on the basis of the amount o'f butter-fat con- 
tained therein as determined by the Babcock test shall use standard 
Babcock test bottles, pipettes and accurate weights and scales as defined 
in this act. 

[Am. by Act No. 266, 1915.] 

153. 8ec. 3. It shall be unlawful for the owner, manager, agent or 
any employee of a cheese factory, creamery, condensed milk factory or 
milk depot or other place where milk or cream is tested for quality or 
value to falsely manipulate or under-read or over-read the Babcock test, 
or make settlements on any other basis than the correct reading of the 
Babcock test or any other contrivance used for determining the quality 
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or value of milk or cream where the value of said milk or cream is de- 
termined by the per cent of butter fat contained in the same or to make 
any false determination by the Babcock test or otherwise. 

154. Sec. 4. Whoever shall violate any of the provisions of this act 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a line of not less than ten dollars nor more than fifty dol- 
lars for each and every offense or be imprisoned in the county jail not 
less than ten days nor more than thirty days. 



SAUSAGE. 

(Act No. 151, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT providing for the protection of the public health and the 
prevention of fraud and deception, by prohibiting the sale, the offer- 
ing for sale or exposing for sale or the having in possession with intent 
to sell, of adulterated or deleterious sausage; defining sausage; and 
prescribing the penalty for the violation hereof. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

155. Section 1. It shall be unlawful for any person or persons, by 
himself, hefself or themselves, or by his, her or their agents, servants or 
employes, to sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in possession with 
intent to sell, sausage that is adulterated within the meaning of this 
act. Sausage when ufted in this act shall be deemed to include Bologna, 
Wiene-wurst and Frankforts. 

156. Sec. 2. For the purpose of this act, sausage or sausage meat 
shall be held to be a comminuted meat from neat cattle or swine, or a 
mixture of such meats, either fresh, salted, pickled or smoked, with 
added salt and spices, and with or without the addition of edible animal 
fat, blood and sugar, or subsequent smoking. It shall contain no larger 
amount of water than the meats from which it is prepared contain when 
in their fresh condition. 

157. Sec. 3. For the purpose of this act, sausage shall be deemed to 
be adulterated : 

First, If it contains added water in excess of the quantity required 
to bring the amount up to that which the meats from which it is pre- 
pared contain immediately after slaughter; 

Second, If it contains any cereal or vegetable flour; 

Third, If it contains any coal-tar dye, boric acid or borates, sulphites, 
sulphur dioxide, sulphurous acid, or any other substances injurious or 
deleterious to health ; 

Fourth, If it contains any diseased, contaminated, filthy or decomposed 
substance; or is manufactured, in whole or in part, from a diseased, 
contaminated, filthy or decomposed substance, or a substance produced, 
stored, transported or kept in a way or manner that would render the 
article diseased, contaminated or unwholesome; or if it is any product 
of a diseased animal, or the product of any animal which has died other- 



206 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

wise than by slaughter. Nothing in this act shall be construed as pro- 
hibiting the sale of sausage which when properly labeled shall conform 
to the following standard: 8ausage shall not contain cereal in excess 
of two per cent. When cereal is added its presence shall be noted on 
the label or on the product. That water or ice shall not be added to it 
excei>t for the purpose of facilitating grinding, chopping and mixing, in 
which case the added water or ice shall not exceed three per cent except 
as provided in the following paragraph. Sausages of the class which 
are cooked or smoked, such as Frankfort style, Vienna style and Bologna 
style, may contain added water in excess of three per cent, but not in 
excess of amount sufficient to make the sausage palatable. When water 
in excess of three per cent is added to this class of sausage, the state- 
ment "Sausage, water and cereal" shall appear on the label or on the 
product, but when no cereal is added, the addition of water need not be 
stated. 

158. Sec. 4. Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of 
this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and ui)on conviction thereof 
shall be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than one hundred dollars, nor 
more than two hundred dollars, or to undergo an imprisonment of not 
less than thirtj' days, nor more than sixty days, or both or either, in the 
discretion of the court. 

150. Sec. 5. The dairy and food commissioner shall be charged with 
the enforcement of the provisions of this act. 



WEIGHTS AND MEASIJRES. 

(Act No. 168, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to provide for a state superintendent of weights and measures, 
state, coimty and city sealers and inspection of weights and measures, 
prescribing their powers and duties, providing penalties for fraud 
and deception in the use of false weights and measures and confisca- 
tion thereof, and repealing sections four thousand eight hundred 
eighty-two to four thousand eight hundred ninety-seven inclusive of 
the Compiled Laws of eighteen hundred ninety-seven. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

160. Section 1. The weights and measures received from the United 
States under a resolution of congress approved June fourteen, eighteen 
hundred thirty-six and such new weights and measures as shall be re- 
ceived from the Ignited States as standard weights and measures in addi- 
tion tliereto or in renewal thereof, and such as shall be supplied by the 
state in conformity therewith and certified by the national bureau of 
standards, shall be the state standards, by which all county and mimici- 
pal standards of weights and measures shall be tried, proved and sealed. 

101. Sec. 2. The state dair^^ and food commissioner by virtue of his 
office shall be state superintendent of weights and measures during his 
term of office. His deputv^ shall be deputy superintendent of weights and 
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measures and all inspectors appointed by the dairy and food commis- 
sioner shall be state inspectors and sealers of weights and measures. 

162. Sec. 3. The superintendent of weights and measures shall take 
charge of the standards adopted by this article as the standards of the 
state, and cause them to be kept in a safe and suitable place in the office 
of the superintendent from which they shall not be removed except for 
repairs or for certification and he shall take all other necessary precau- 
tions for their safe keeping. He shall maintain the state standards in 
good order and shall submit them at least once in ten years to the na- 
tional bureau of standards for certification. He shall at least once in 
five years try and prove by the state standards all weights, measures 
and other apparatus which may belong to any county or city, and shall 
seal such when found to be accurate stamping on them the letter "C 
and the last two figures of the year with seals which he shall have and 
keep for that purpose. He shall have and keep a general supervision 
of the weights, measures and weighing and measuring devices offered for 
sale, sold, or in use in the state. He shall, upon the written request of 
any citizen, firm, corporation or educational institution in the state test 
or calibrate weights, measures, weighing or measuring devices, and in- 
struments or apparatus used as standards in the state. ' He, or his 
deputy, or inspectors, by his direction, shall at least once annually test 
all scales, weights, and measures used in checking the receipts and dis- 
bursements of supplies in every institution for the maintenance of which 
moneys are appropriated by the legislature, and he shall report in writ- 
ing his finding to the supervisory board and to the executive officer of 
the institution concerned, and at the request of such board or executive 
officer the superintendent of weights and measures shall appoint in writ- 
ing one or more employes then in the actual service of each institution, 
who shall act as special deputies without extra compensation for the 
purpose of checking the receipts and disbursements of supplies. He shall 
keep a complete record of standards, balances and other apparatus be- 
longing to the state and take, a receipt for same from his successor in 
office. He shall annually on the first day of July make to the governor a 

• report of the work done by his office. The state superintendent or his 
deputy, or inspectors, at his direction, shall inspect all standards and 
apparatus used by the counties and cities at least once in five years and 
shall keep a record of the same. He, or his deputy, or inspectors, at his 
direction shall a\ least once in five years visit the various cities and 
counties of the state in order to inspect the work of the local sealers, and 
in the performance of such duties, he may inspect the weights, measures, 
balances, or any other weighing appliance of any citizen, firm, or corpo- 
ration, and shall have the same power as the local sealer of weights and 
measures. The superintendent shall issue from time to time, regulations 
for the guidance of city and county sealers and the said regulations 
shall govern the procedure to be followed by the aforesaid officers in the 
discharge of their duties. 

163. Sec. 4. The board of supervisors of each county and the com- 
missioner or common council of each city who may in their discretion 
appoint a sealer under this act, shall procure at the expense of the 
county or city, and shall keep at all times, a complete set of weights and 
measures and other apparatus of such material and construction as said 
superintendent of weights and measures may direct. All such weights, 
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measures, and other apparatus having been tried and accurately proven 
by him, shall be sealed and certified to by the state superintendent as 
hereinbefore provided; and shall be then deposited with and preserve<l 
by the county or city sealer as public standards for such county or city. 
164. Sec. 5. The board of supervisors of each county may in its dis- 
cretion appoint a county sealer of weights and measures in each county 
for a term of two years. He shall be paid a salary to be determined by 
said board, and no fee shall be charged by him or by the county for tlie 
inspection, testing, or sealing of weights, measures, or weighing or meas- 
uring devices; where not otherwise provided by law, the county sealer 
shall have the power within his comity, and the state superintendent, his 
deputies and inspectors, within the state, to inspect, test, try, and ascer- 
tain if they are correct, all weights, scales, beams, measures of every 
kind, instruments or mechanical devices for measuring and tools, ap- 
pliances and accessories connected with any and all such instruments 
or measures kept, offered, or exposed for sale, sold or used or employed 
within the county by any proprietor, agent, lessee, or employe in proving 
the size, quantity, extent, area, or measurement of quantities, things, 
produce, articles for distribution or consumption offered or submitted 
by such person or persons for sale, hire, or award ; and they shall have 
the power to and shall from time to time weigh or measure packages or 
amounts of commodities of whatsoever kind kept for the purpose of sale, 
offered for sale, or sold or in the process of deliver^', in order to de- 
termine whether the same contains the amount represented, and whether 
they be offered for sale or sold in a manner in accordance with law. The 
county sealer shall at least once each year, and as much oftener as he 
may deem necessary, see that the weights, measures, and all apparatus 
used in the county are correct. The county and state inspectors may 
for the purpose above mentioned and in the general performance of their 
official duties enter or go in upon, and without formal warrant, any 
stand, place, building, or premises, or stop any vendor, peddler, junk 
dealer, coal wagon, ice wagon, delivery wagon, or any dealer whatso- 
ever and require him, if necessary, to proceed to some place which the 
sealer may specify, for the purpose of making the proper tests. When- 
ever the county sealer or state inspectors find a violation of the statute 
relating to weights and measures, they shall cause the violjitor to be 
prosecuted. Whenever any sealer or inspector compares weights, meas- 
ures, or weighing and measuring instnnnents and finds* that they corre- 
spond, or causes them to correspond, with the standards in his posses- 
sion, he shall seal or mark such weights, measures, or weighing or 
measuring instruments with appropriate devices to be approved bj^ the 
state superintendent of weights and measures. The county sealer shall 
keep a complete record of all of his official acts and shall make an annual 
report to the board of supervisors and an annual report duly sworn to 
on the first day of July to the state superintendent of weights and 
measures on blanks to be furnished by the superintendent. The county 
sealer of weights and measures shall forthwith on his appointment give 
a bond in the penal sum of one thousand dollars, with sureties to be 
approved by the appointing power for the faithful performance of the 
duties of his office : Provided, however. That nothing in the above shall 
be construed to prevent two or more counties from combining the whole 
or any part of their districts as may be agreed upon by the board of 
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supervisors with one set of standards and one sealer, upon the written 
consent of the state superintendent of weights and measures. A county 
sealer appointed in pursuance of such an agreement for such combina- 
tion, shall, subject to the terms of his appointment, have the same au- 
thority, jurisdiction, and duties as if he had been appointed by each of 
the authorities who are party to the agreement. 

165. Sec. 6. Any incorporated city in this state may in its discre- 
tion appoint a city sealer of weights and measures under this act. He 
shall be appointed by the mayor, by and with the advice and consent of 
the common council. He shall perform in said city the duties and have 
like powers as the county sealer in the county. In those cities in which 
no sealer is appointed as above, the county sealer of the county, if there 
be one, shall perform in said cities the duties and have like powers as 
in the county: Provided, however. That nothing in the above shall be 
construed to prevent any county and a city situated therein from com- 
bining the whole or any part of their districts as may be agreed upon 
with one sealer, subject to the written approval of the state superin- 
tendent of weights and measures. A sealer appointed in pursuance of 
an agreement for such combination shall, subject to the terms of his 
appointment, have the same authority, jurisdiction, and duties as if he 
had been appointed by each of the authorities who are parties to the 
agreement. 

166. Sec. 7. Any person who by himself or by his servant or agent 
or as the servant or the agent of another shall offer or expose for sale, 
sell, or use or retain in his possession, a false weight or measure or 
weighing or measuring device or any weight or measure or weighing or 
measuring device which has not been sealed by the sealer of weights and 
measures within five years, in the buying or selling of any commodity or 
thing or for hire or reward; or who shall dispose of any condemned 
weight, measure or weighing or measuring device contrary to law or re- 
move any tags placed thereon by the sealer of weights and measures ; or 
any person who by himself or by his servant or agent, or as the servant 
or agent of another, shall knowingly sell or offer or expose for sale less 
than the quantity he represents, or sell or offer or expose for sale any 
such commodity in a manner contrary to law; or any person who by 
himself or by his servant or agent, or as the servant or agent of another, 
shall sell or offer for sale or have in his possession for the purpose of 
selling any device or instrument to be use<l to, or calculated, to falsify 
any weight or measure, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
punished by a fine of not less than twenty dollars nor more than one 
hundred dollars or by imprisonment for not more than three months or 
by both such fine and imprisonment upon first conviction; but upon a 
second or subsequent conviction he shall be punished by a fine of not less 
than fifty dollars nor more than five hundred dollars or by imprison- 
ment in the county jail for not more than one year or by both such 
fine and imprisonment. 

167. Sec. 8. The superintendent of weights and measures, his deputy, 
inspectors, and the county and city sealers of weights and measures are 
hereby made special policemen, and are authorized to seize, for use as 
evidence and without formal warrant any false or unsealed weight, 
measure or weighing or measuring device or package or amounts of 

27 
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commodities, foand to be ai$ed, retained or offered or exposed for sale or 
sold in violation of law. 

168. 8ec. 9. Any person who shall hinder or obstract in any way, 
the superintendent of weights and measores, his deputy, or inspectors, or 
any connty or city sealer, in the performance of his official duties shall 
be guilty of a mis^lemeanor, and shall be punished upon conriction there- 
of, in any court of competent jurisdiction, by a fine of not less than two 
nor more than two hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the coontj 
jail for not more than ninety days or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

160. Heo. 10. Any person who shall impersonate in any way the 
superintendent of weights and measures, his deputies, inspectors, or any 
county or city sealer, by use of his seal or otherwise, shall be guilty of 
a miiulemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of not less than one hun- 
dre^l dollars nor more than five hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in 
the county jail for not more than ninety days or by both such fine and 
imprisonment. 

170. Hkc. 11. Sections four thousand eight hundred eighty-two, four 
thousand eight hundred eighty-three, four thousand eight hundreil eighty- 
four, four thousand eight hundred eighty-five, four thousand eight hun- 
dred eighty-six, four thousand eight hundred eighty-seven, four thousand 
eight iiundred eighty-eight, four thousand eight hundred eighty-nine, 
four thousand eight hundred ninety, four thousand eight hundred ninety- 
one, four thousand eight hundred ninety-two, four tibousand eight hun- 
dre<l ninety-three, four thousand eight hundred ninety-four, four thou- 
sand eight hundred ninety-five, four thousand eight hundred ninety-six 
and four thousand eight hundred ninety-seven, of the Compiled Laws 
of eighteen hundred ninety-seven, relative to weights and measures, are 
Iiereby repealed. 



AN ACT to provide for the weight per bushel, of certain grain, dried 

fruit, coal, vegetables and products. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

171. (C. L., 4900) Section 1. That whenever wheat, rye, shelled 
com, corn on the cob, com meal, oats, buckwheat, beans, clover seed, 
timothy seed, flax seed, hemp seed, millet seed, blue grass seed, red top 
seed, barley, dried apples, dried peaches, potatoes, potatoes (sweet), 
onions, turnips, peas, cranberries, dried plums, castor beans, salt, min- 
eral coal, Hungarian grass seed, orchard grass seed, osage orange seed, 
shall be sold by the bushel, and no special agreement as to the measure 
or weight thereof shall be made by the parties, the measure thereof shall 
be ascertained by weight and shall be computed as follows, viz. : 

Sixty pounds for a bushel of wheat ; 

Fifty-six pounds for a bushel of rye ; 

Fifty-six pounds for a bushel of shelled corn; 

Seventy pounds for a bushel of com on the cob ; 

Fifty pounds for a bushel of corn meal; 

Thirty-two pounds for a bushel of oats; 
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Forty-eight poundKS for a bushel of buckwheat ; 

Sixty pounds for a bushel of beans; 

Sixty pounds for a bushel of clover seed ; 

Forty-five pounds for a bushel of timothy seed ; 

Fifty-six pounds for a bushel of flax seed; 

Forty-four pounds for a bushel of hemp seed ; 

Fifty pounds for a bushel of millet or Hungarian grass seed; 

Fourteen pounds for a bushel of blue grass seed ; 

Fourteen pounds for a bushel of red top seed ; 

Forty-eight pounds for a bushel of barley; 

Twenty two pounds for a bushel of dried apples ; 

Twenty -eight pounds for a bushel of dried peaches; 

Sixty pounds for a bushel of potatoes ; 

Fifty-six pounds for a bushel of sweet potatoes; 

Fifty-four pounds for a bushel of onions; 

Fifty-eight pounds for a bushel of turnips; 

Sixty pounds for a bushel of peas ; 

Forty pounds for a bushel of cranberries. 

Twenty-eight pounds for a bushel of dried jdums; 

Forty -six pounds for a bushel of castor beans; 

Fifty-six pounds for a bushel of Michigan salt; 

Eighty pounds for a bushel of mineral coal; 

Fourteen pounds for a bushel of orchard grass seed ; 

Thirty-three pounds for a bushel of osage orange seed. 



UNLAWFUL DISCRIMINATION. 
(Act No. 103, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to prevent unlawful discrimination in the purchase of poultry, 
eggs, milk, cream and butter-fat, and to provide a punishment for the 
same. 

The People of the fitate of Michigan enact: 

172. Section 1. Any person, firm, copartnership or corporation en- 
gaged in the business of buying poultry, eggs, milk, cream or butter-fat 
for the purpose of manufacture, who shall with the intention of creat- 
ing a monopoly or destroying the business of a competitor, discriminate 
between different sections, localities, communities or cities of this State 
by purchasing such commodity at a higher price or rate in one locality 
than is paid for the same commodity by said person, firm, copartnership 
or corporation in any oth^r locality, after making due allowance for the 
difference, if any, in the actual cost of transportation from the locality 
of purchase to the locality of manufacture, shall be deemed guilty of un- 
fair discrimination, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a 
fine not exceeding five hundred dollars or by imprisonment in the county 
jail not to exceed six months. 
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COMMISSION MERCHANTS. 
(Act No. 184, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to regulate the business of selling farm products on commis- 
sion, providing all conunission mercliants dealing in farm products 
shall be licensed, to provide against and punish fraud and deception 
in the sale of farm products on commission, and defining the duties 
of the State dairy and food commissioner relative thereto. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

173. Section 1. As used in this article: 

1. The term "commission merchant" shall include every person, firm, 
association and cori)oration, licensed under tliis article to receive, sell 
or offer for sale on commission within this State any kind of farm pro- 
duce. 

2. The term "farm produce" shall include all agricultural, horti- 
cultural, vegetable and fruit products of the soil, and meats, poultry, 
eggs, dairy products, nuts and honey, but shall not include timber 
products. 

174. Sec. 2. On and after October first, nineteen hundred thirteen, 
no person, firm, association or corporation, whose principal place of 
business shall be located in any city in this State, shall receive, sell or 
offer for sale on commission within this State any kind of farm produce, 
without a license as provided in this article. Every person, firm, asso- 
ciation and corporation in this State receiving farm produce for sale on 
commission shall annually on or before October first, file an application 
with the State dairv and food commissioner for a license to do a com- 
mission business in farm produce. Such application shall state the kind 
or kinds of produce which the applicant proposes to handle, the full 
name of the person or corporation applying for such license, and if 
the applicant be a firm or association, the full name of each member of 
the firm or association, the city and street number at which the busi- 
ness is to be conducted, and such other facts as the State dairy and food 
commissioner shall prescribe. Such applicant shall further satisfy the 
State dairy and food commissioner of his or its character, responsi- 
bility and good faith in seeking to carry on a commission business. The 
State dairj^ and food commissioner shall thereupon issue to such appli- 
cant, on payment of fifteen dollars, in cities of less than twenty thousand 
population, and twenty-five dollars, in cities of more than twenty thou- 
sand population, a license entitling the a[)plicant to conduct the busi- 
ness of receiving and selling farm produce on commission at the place 
named in the application until the tenth day of October next following. 
Such license shall not be issued, however, to any applicant if during the 
preceding year a complaint from any consignor of farm produce for 
sale on commission shall have been filed with the State dairy and food 
commissioner against such applicant for any of the grounds specified in 
section four hereof, and such comidaint shall have been established as 
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true and just to the satisfaction of the commissioner after such com- 
plaint shall have been investigated by the commissioner in the manner 
provided by section three of this act. 

175. Sec. 3. The commissioner and his assistants shall have power 
to investigate, upon the complaint of an interested person, or of his own 
motion, the record of any person, firm or corporation applying for a 
license, or any transaction involving the solicitation, receipt, transpor- 
tation, sale or attempted sale of farm produce on a commission basis, in- 
cluding the making of charges in selling, carting, or other services, the 
failure to make proper and true accounts and settlements at prompt 
and regular intervals, the making of false statements as to condition, 
quality or quantity of goods received or while in storage, the making of 
false statements as to market conditions, or the failure to make pay- 
ment for goods received or other alleged injurious transactions; and 
for such purpose may examine the ledgers, books of account, memoranda 
or other documents of any commission merchant and may take testi- 
mony therein under oath; but information relating to the general busi- 
ness of any such person, contained in such investigation and not relat- 
ing to the immediate purpose thereof shall be deemed of a confidential 
nature by the commissioner, his assistants and employes. When a com- 
plaint is filed with the commissioner, he shall attempt to secure an ex- 
planation or adjustment; failing this, within ten days he shall cause a 
copy thereof, together with a notice of a time and place for a hearing on 
such complaint, to be served personally, or by mail, upon such commis- 
sion merchants. If served by mail such complaint and notice shall be 
directed to such commission merchant at his place of business and the 
postage prepaid thereon. Such service shall be made at least seven days 
before the hearing. At the time and place appointed for such hearing, 
which shall be within the county where the commission merchant is 
licensed to do business, the commissioner or his assistants shall hear 
the parties to such complaint, shall have power to administer an oath, 
and shall enter in the office of the State dairy and food commissioner a 
decision either dismissing such complaint or specifying the fact which 
he deemed established on such hearing. 

176. Sec. 4. The State dairy and food commissioner may decline to 
grant a license or may revoke a license already granted, where he is 
satisfied of the existence of the following cases or either of them : 

1. Where false charges have been imposed for handling or services, 
or charges other than as by a schedule agreed on by the parties, or other 
than those customaiy in the trade; 

2. Where there has been a failure to account promptly and properly 
or to make settlements with intent to defraud; 

.3. Where there have been false statements as to condition, quality or 
quantity of goods received or held for sale on commission ; 

4. Where there have been false or misleading statements as to market 
condition with intent to deceive; 

5. Where there have been combinations to fix prices below the mar- 
ket level ; 

6. Where there has been a continual course of dealings of such nature 
as to satisfy the commissioner of inability of the commission merchant 
to properly conduct the business, or of an intent to deceive or defraud 
customers ; 
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7. Where the commiHsion merchant directly or indirectly purchases 
the goods for his own account without prior authority therefor, or with- 
out notifying the consignor thereof. 

177. The action of the commisioner in refusing to grant a license, 
or in revoking a license granted under this act, shall be subject to review 
by a writ of certiorari, and if such proceedings are begun; until the final 
determination of certiorari proceedings and all appeals therefrom, the 
license of such commission merchant shall be deemed to be in full force 
and effect, or if such license shall have been refused, such commission 
merchant shall not be deemed to have violated the provisions of this 
act, prohibiting the transaction of sucli business without a license, pro- 
vided the fee for such license shall have been paid. 

178. Sec. 6. The dairy and food commissioner shall publish in 
pamphlet form as often as he thinks is necessary, a list of all the licensed 
commission merchants. 

179. Sec. 7. The funds receive^l for the license issued under section 
two of this act shall be paid into the State treasury for the use and ben- 

• efit of the State dairy and food department. 

180. Sec. 8. If any shipper of farm i)roduce to a commission mer- 
chant be dissatislled with any statement relative to the sale of such ship- 
ment, he may apply to the State dairy and food commissioner, in writ- 
ing, within sixty days of making such shipment, for an investigation. 
The State dairy and food commissioner shall treat such application as 
a complaint, and shall cause a full investigation of the transaction com- 
plained of to be made either by himself, or one of his assistants in the 
manner provided by section five of this act. 

181. Sec. 9. Any person, avIio being a commission merchant in farm 
jiroduce, shall (a) im])ose false charges for Imndling or services in con- 
nection with food products, or (b) fail to account for such food prod- 
ncls, promptly and properly and to make settlements therefor with in- 
tent to defraud, or (c) shall make false or misleading statement or state- 
ments as to the market conditions with intent to deceive, or (d) enter 
into any combination to fix prices below market level, (e) directly or 
Indirectly purchase for his or its own account, goods received by him 
upon consignment without prior authority therefor from the consignor, 
or shall fail to promptly notify the consignor of such purchase on his 
own account, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon, conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars, nor more 
than five hundred dollars, and the cost of prosecution, or by imprison- 
ment in the county jail or State House of Correction and Reformatory' 
at Ionia, for not less than six months nor more than three years, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court in each 
and every offense, 

182. Sec. 10. Nothing in this act shall apply to retail dealers, real 
estate dealers or auctioneers selling farm products on commission. 

183. Sec. 11. Any commission merchant of farm produce, as defined 
in sections one and two of this act, who shall fail to take out a license as 
required bj^ this act, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and for 
each and every offense of selling farm produce on commission without 
such license, shall be punished by a fine of not more than one hundred 
dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county 
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jail for not more than thirty days, or both in the discretion of the court, 
and the fact that any person advertises and holds himself out as a com- 
mission merchant of farm produce, shall be prima facie evidence of the 
fact that he is a commission merchant of farm products as defined by 
this act. 

[Added by Act No. 18, P. A. 1915.] 



UNWHOLESOME VEAL. 

(Act No. 340, Public Acts, 1913.) 

« 

AN ACT to prevent and punish the sale of immature and unwholesome 

calves and veal. 

Th(* People of the State of Miehujun enaet: 

184. Skctiox 1. Xo person shall for tlie purpose of selling, kill a 
calf loss than four weeks old, and no ]>erson sliall sell the meat of any 
such calf or have tlie same in his possession with intent to sell the same 
either by himself, his agents, or servants. 

185. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited 
by this act, or in any way violate an}' of its ])rovisions, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be imnished by a fine of not less than 
twenty-five dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, and the costs of 
the prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county jail not more than 
ninety days, or by both such fine and imi)risonnient in the discretion of 
the court. 

180. Sec. 11, This act is immediately necessary for the public health. 



UNWHOLESOME FOOD FOR ANIMALS. 

(Act No. 179, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to regulate, prevent and punish the feeding of the flesh of old, 
<lecrepitj infirm, sick or diseased animals and unwholesome offal to 
animals or fowls, and provide a penalty for the violation thereof. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

187. Section 1. No person shall feed to animals or fowls the flesh 
of an animal which has become old, decrepit, infirm or sicl^, or which has 
died from such cause, or offal or flesh that is putrid or unwholesome. 

188. Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited 
by this act, or in any way violates any of its provisions, shall be deemed 
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dred sixty-five millimeters (five and seven-eighths and six and one-half 
inches) same as standard milk test bottles. 

Fifty per cent nine gram long-neck bottles. — The same specifications 
in every detail as specified for the fifty per cent nine gram short-neck 
bottle shall apply for the long-neck bottle with the exception, however, 
that the total height of this bottle shall be between two hundred ten 
and two hundred thirty-five millimeters (eight and one-half and eight 
and seven-eighths inches) and that the total length of the graduation 
shall be not less than one hundred twenty millimeters. 

The Standard Babcock Pipette. 

Total length of pipette shall be not more than three hundred thirty 
millimeters (thirteen and one-fourth inches). Outside diameter of suc- 
tion tube six to eight millimeters. I^ength of suction tube one hundred 
twenty millimeters. Outside diameter tube one hundred to one hun- 
dred twenty millimeters. Distance of graduation mark above bulb thirty 
to sixty millimeters. Nozzle straight. Delivery seventeen six-tenths 
cubic centimeters of water at twenty degrees O. in five to eight seconds. 

All butter-fat and cream scales used for the purpose of determining 
the value or per cent of butter-fat content of milk or cream by the Bab- 
cock test shall be subject to the following specifications : 

1. The scale shall be provided with a graduated face of at least ten 
divisions over which the pointer shall play. 

2. The pointer must reach to the graduated divisions and shall 
terminate in a fine point to enable the readings to be made clearly and 
distinctly. 

3. The clear interval between the divisions on the graduated face 
shall not be less than five one-hundredths inch. 

4. All scales whose weight indications are changed by an amount 
greater than one-half the tolerance allowed, when set in any position on 
a surface making an angle of three degrees or approximately five per 
cent with the horizontal, shall be equipped with leveling screws and a 
device which will indicate when the scale is level: Provided, however, 
That the scale shall be rebalanced at zero each time its position is altered 
during the test. 

5. The addition of one-half grain to the scale when loaded to capacity 
shall cause a movement of the pointer at least equal to one division on 
the graduated face. 

G. The sensibility reciprocal and tolerance of cream test and butter- 
fat test. scales shall be one half-grain (thirty milligrams). Every per- 
son, firm, company, association, corporation or agent thereof buying and 
paying for milk or cream on the basis of the amount of butter-fat con- 
tained therein as determined by the Babcock test shall use standard 
Babcock test bottles, pipettes and accurate weights and scales as defined 
in this act. 

[Am. by Act No. 266, 1915.] 

153. Sec. 3. It shall be unlawful for the owner, manager, agent or 
any employee of a cheese factor}', creamery, condensed milk factory or 
milk depot or other place where milk or cream is tested for quality' or 
value to falsely manipulate or under-read or over-read the Babcock test, 
or make settlements on any other basis than the correct reading of the 
Babcock test or any other contrivance used for determining the quality 
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or value of milk or cream where the value of said milk or cream is de- 
termined by the per cent of butter fat contained in the same or to make 
any false determination by the Babcock test or otherwise. 

154. Sec. 4. AVhoever shall violate any of the provisions of this act 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not less than ten dollars nor more than fifty dol- 
lars for each and every offense or be imprisoned in the county jail not 
less than ten days nor more than thirty days. 



SAUSAGE. 
(Act No. 151, PubUc Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT providing for the protection of the public health and the 
prevention of fraud and deception, by prohibiting the sale, the offer- 
ing for sale or exposing for sale or the having in possession with intent 
to sell, of adulterated or deleterious sausage; defining sausage; and 
prescribing the penalty for the violation hereof. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

155. Section 1. It shall be unlawful for any person or persons, by 
himself, hefself or themselves, or by his, her or their agents, servants or 
employes, to sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in possession with 
intent to sell, sausage that is adulterated within the meaning of this 
act. Sausage when ufted in this act shall be deemed to include Bologna, 
AViene-wurst and Frankforts. 

156. Sec. 2. For the purpose of this act, sausage or sausage meat 
shall be held to be a comminuted meat from neat cattle or swine, or a 
mixture of such meats, either fresh, salted, pickled or smoked, with 
added salt and spices, and with or without the addition of edible animal 
fat, blood and sugar, or subsequent smoking. It shall contain no larger 
amount of water than the meats from which it is prepared contain when 
in their fresh condition. 

157. Sec. 3. For the purpose of this act, sausage shall be deemed to 
be adulterated : 

First, If it contains added water in excess of the quantity required 
to bring the amount up to that which the meats from which it is pre- 
pared contaip immediately after slaughter; 

Second, If it contains any cereal or vegetable flour; 

Third, If it contains any coal-tar dye, boric acid or borates, sulphites, 
sulphur dioxide, sulphurous acid, or any other substances injurious or 
deleterious to health ; 

Fourth, If it contains any diseased, contaminated, filthy or decomposed 
substance; or is manufactured, in whole or in part, from a diseased, 
contaminated, filthy or decomposed substance, or a substance produced, 
stored, transported or kept in a way or manner that would render the 
article diseased, contaminated or unwholesome; or if it is any product 
of a diseased animal, or the product of any animal which has died other- 
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wise than by slaughter. Nothing in this act shall be oonstrue<l as pro- 
hibiting the sale of sausage which when properly labeled shall conform 
to the following standard: Sausage shall not contain cei"eal in excess 
of two per cent. When cereal is added its presence shall be noted on 
the label or on the product. That water or ice shall not be added to it 
except for the purpose of facilitating grinding, chopping and mixing, in 
which case the added water or ice shall not exceed three per cent except 
as provided in the following paragraph. Sausages of the class which 
are cooked or smoked, such as Frankfort style, Vienna style and Bologna 
style, may contain added water in excess of three per cent, but not in 
excess of amount sufficient to make the sausage palatable. When water 
in excess of three per cent is added to this class of sausage, the state- 
ment **Sausage, water and cereal'' shall a])pear on the label or on the 
product, but when no cereal is added, the addition of water need not be 
stated. 

158. Sec. 4. Any person who shall violate any of the provisions of 
this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than one hundred dollars, nor 
more than two hundred dollars, or to undergo an im])risonment of not 
less than thirty days, nor more than sixty days, or both or either, in the 
discretion of the court. 

150. Sec. 5. The dairy and food commissioner shall be charged with 
the enforcement of the provisions of this act. 



WEIGHTS AND MEASI^RES. 

(Act No. 168, Public Acts. 1913.) 

AN ACT to provide for a state superintendent of weights and measures, 
state, county and city sealers and inspection of weights and measures, 
j)rescribing their powers and duties, providing penalties for fraud 
and deception in the use of false weights and measures and confisca- 
tion thereof, and repealing sections four thousand eight hundred 
eighty-two to four thousand eight hundred ninety-seven inclusive of 
the Compiled Laws of eighteen hundred ninety-seven. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

IGO. Section 1. The weights and measures received from the United 
States under a resolution of congress approved June fourteen, eighteen 
hundred thirty-six and such new weights and measures as shall be re- 
ceived from the United States as standard weights and measures in addi- 
tion thereto or in renewal thereof, and such as shall be supplied by the 
state in conformitv therewith and certified bv the national bureau of 
standards, shall be the state standards, by which all countv' and munici- 
pal standards of weights and measures shall be tried, proved and sealed. 

101. Sec. 2. The state (Vdiry and food commissioner by virtue of his 
office shall be state superintendent of weights and measures during his 
term of office. His deputy shall be deputy superintendent of weights and 
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measures and all inspectors appointed by the dairy and food commis- 
sioner shall be state inspectors and sealers of weights and measures. 

162. Sec. 3. The superintendent of weights and measures shall take 
charge of the standards adopted by this article as the standards of the 
state, and cause them to be kept in a safe and suitable place in the office 
of the superintendent from which they shall not be removed except for 
repairs or for certification and he shall take all other necessary precau- 
tions for their safe keeping. He shall maintain the state standards in 
good order and shall submit them at least once in ten years to the na- 
tional bureau of standards for certification. He shall at least once in 
five years try and prove by the state standards all weights, measures 
and other apparatus which may belong to any county or city, and shall 
seal such when found to be accurate stamping on them the letter ^*C" 
and the last two figures of the year with seals which he shall have and 
keep for that purpose. He shall have and keep a general supervision 
of the weights, measures and weighing and measuring devices offered for 
sale, sold, or in use in the state. He shall, upon the written request of 
any citizen, firm, corporation or educational institution in the state test 
or calibrate weights, measures, weighing or measuring devices, and in- 
struments or apparatus used as standards in the state. ' He, or his 
deputy, or inspectors, by his direction, shall at least once annually test 
all scales, weights, and measures used in checking the receipts and dis- 
bursements of supplies in every institution for the maintenance of which 
moneys are appropriated by the legislature, and he shall report in writ- 
ing his finding to the supervisory board and to the executive officer of 
the institution concerned, and at the request of such board or executive 
officer the superintendent of weights and measures shall appoint in writ- 
ing one or more employes then in the actual service of each institution, 
who shall act as special deputies without extra compensation for the 
purpose of checking the receipts and disbursements of supplies. He shall 
keep a complete record of standards, balances and other apparatus be- 
longing to the state and take, a receipt for same from his successor in 
office. He shall annually on the first day of July make to the governor a 
report of the work done by his office. The state superintendent or his 
deputy, or inspectors, at his direction, shall inspect all standards and 
apparatus used by the counties and cities at least once in five years and 
shall keep a record of the same. He, or his deputy, or inspectors, at his 
direction shall al least once in five years visit the various cities and 
counties of the state in order to inspect the work of the local sealers, and 
in the performance of such duties, he may inspect the weights, measures, 
balances, or any other weighing appliance of any citizen, firm, or corpo- 
ration, and shall have the same power as the local sealer of weights and 
measures. The superintendent shall issue from time to time, regulations 
for the guidance of city and county sealers and the said regulations 
shall govern the procedure to be followed by the aforesai<l officers in the 
discharge of their duties. 

163. Sec. 4. The board of supervisors of each county and the com- 
missioner or common council of each city who may in their discretion 
appoint a sealer under this act, shall procure at the expense of the 
county' or city% and shall keep at all times, a complete set of weights and 
measures and other apparatus of such material and construction as said 
superintendent of weights and measures may direct. All such weights. 
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ery, or during the process of the delivery of said milk or, after said milk 
sliall have been delivered in due course of business and in the ordinarj^ 
manner. 

205. Sec. 2. Any person violating any of the provisions of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
in a court of competent jurisdiction shall be punished by a fine of not 
less than fifty dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by impris- 
onment in the county jail for not less than thirty days nor more than 
ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of 
the court. 



FRUITS A^'D VEfJETABLES. 

(Act No. 207, PubHc Acts. 1913.) 

AN ACT to prevent fraud and deception in the sale of Michigan grown 
fresh fruits and vegetables, and to provide penalties for violations of 
this act. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

20G. Section 1. In this act unless the contents otherwise requires, 
the term "closed package'' shall be construed to mean a barrel, box, 
basket, carrier or crate, of which all the contents cannot readily be seen 
or inspected when such package is i)repared for market. Fresh fruits or 
vegetables in baskets or boxes, packed in closed or open crates, and 
packages covered with burlap, tarlatan or slat covers shall come within 
the meaning of the term '"closed package." None of the provisions of 
this act shall apply to other than Michigan grown fruits and vegetables. 

207. Sec. 2. Every person who, by himself or by his agent or em- 
ploye, packs or repacks fresh fruits or vegetables in closed packages 
intended for sale in the open market, shall cause the same to be marked 
in a plain and indelible manner as follows: 

First, With his full name and address, including the name of the state 
where such fresh fruits and vegetables are packed, before such fresh 
fruits or vegetables are removed from the premises of the packer or 
dealer ; 

Second, The name and address of such packer or dealer shall be 
I)rinted or stamped on said closed packages in letters not less than one- 
quarter inch in height. 

208. Sec. 3. No person shall sell or offer, or expose or have in his 
possession for sale, in the open market, any fresh fruits or vegetables 
packed in a closed ])ackage and intended for sale, unless such package 
is marked as is required by this act. 

209. Sec. 4. No person shall sell or offer, expose or have in his pos- 
session for sale, any fresh fruits or vegetable packed in a closed or open 
package, upon which package is marked any designation which repre- 
sents such fruit as "No. 1," "Finest," "Best," "Extra Good," "Fancy," 
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"Selected," "Prime," "Standard," or other superior grade or quality, 
unless such fruit or vegetables consist of well grown specimens, sound, 
of nearly uniform size, normal shape, good color, for the variety, and 
not less than ninety per cent free from injurious or disfiguring bruises, 
diseases, insect injuries or other defects, natural deterioration and decay 
in transit or storage excepted. 

210. Sec. 5. No person shall sell or offer, expose or have in his pos- 
session for sale, any fresh fruits or vegetables packed in any package in 
which the faced or shown surface gives a false representation of the con- 
tents of such package, and it shall be considered a false representation 
when more than twenty per cent of such fresh fruits or vegetables are 
substantially smaller in size than or inferior in grade to, or different in 
variety from, the faced or shown surface of such package, natural de- 
terioration and decay in transit or storage excepted. 

211. Sec. 6. Every person who, by himself, his agent or employe, 
knowingly violates any of the provisions of this act shall for each such 
offense, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be punished by a fine not exceeding ten dollars, or by imprisonment 
in the county jail for a period not exceeding thirty days, or by both such 
fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 



TABLE GRAPES. 

(Act No. 107, Public Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to regulate the packing for shipment and sale of table grapes, 

and providing penalties for violation thereof. 

The People of the ^^tate of Michigan enact: 

212. Section 1. No grapes that are not ripe, or are the fruit of un- 
healthy vines, or are for any reason unhealthy or in a state of decay shall 
be packed for shipment by any grower, packer or shipper in any package 
or basket of less than sixteen pounds capacity. 

213. Sec. 2. Any person or persons found guilty of violating any of 
the provisions of this act, in any court of competent jurisdiction, shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of 
not less than ten dollars nor more than one hundred dollars, or by im- 
prisonment in the county jail for not less than ten days nor more than 
ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of 
the court. 

214. Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the state dairy and food com- 
missioner, his deputies and assistants, to enforce the provisions of this 
act. 



222 STATE OP MICHIGAN. 



COLLECTION OP KEGISTRATION FEES BY CIVIL SUIT. 

(Public Act No. 37, Session Laws, 1913.) 

AN ACT to provide for the collection of registration, license and other 
fees due the state dairy and food department, by means of a civil suit 
in the state courts. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

215. Section 1. Whenever any corporation, firm or person engaged 
as a dealer, manufacturer, storer or transporter of any food or beverage 
product for man or animal, doing business within the state shall for 
thirty days after the same becomes due refuse or neglect to pay any 
registration or license fee which the laws of Michigan require said cor- 
poration, firm or person to pay to the state dairy and food department, 
the state dairy and food commissioner may bring a civil suit in the name 
of the people of the state of Michigan for the use and benefit of the' state 
dairy and food department for the recovery of said registration or 
license fee. 

21G. Sec. 2. Said suit may be commenced in the circuit court for 
the county of Ingham or in the circuit court of the county where the 
principal business oflfice of such defendant corporation, firm or person 
shall be located and shall be prosecuted in like manner as in civil suits 
between individuals, and judgment and execution may follow in like 
manner and costs may be recovered to be taxed as in other civil cases, 
and all moneys recovered shall be paid into the state treasury for the 
use and benefit of the state dairy and food department: Provided, That 
no suit as authorized by^ this act, shall be commenced until thirty days 
after the defendant in such suit has been duly notified of his or her de- 
linquency, either personally or by registered letter. 

217. Sec. 3. All expenses incurred by the state dairy and food com- 
missioner under this act shall be defraved bv the state dairv' and food 
department out of its annual appropriation. 
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(ARBONATED BEVERAGES, SYRUPS, EXTRACTS AND SOFT 

DRINKS. 

(Act No. 288. P. A., 1915.) 

AN ACT to regulate the manufacture and sale of carbonated beverages, 
syrups, extracts and soft drinks within the State and prescribe penal- 
ties for violation thereof. 

The People of the State of Michujan enact: 

218. Section 1. No person, firm or corporation shall manufacture 
and bottle for sale any carbonated beverages, soda water, grape juice, 
cider, mineral water, or other soft drink within this state without hav- 
ing first filed with the Dairy and Food Commissioner an application 
for a license, accompanied with a fee of ten dollars upon receipt of which 
application the Dairy and Food Commissioner shall issue to the person, 
firm or corporation making such application, a license to manufacture 
carbonated beverages, soda waters, grape juice, cider, mineral waters or 
other soft drinks as hereinafter provided. Said license shall run from 
one year from the date of the application, unless sooner revoked as 
herein provided and shall be renewed annually thereafter. 

219. Sec. 2. No person, firm or corporation shall sell, offer for sale 
or have in their possession with intent to sell, any soda water syrup or 
extract, soft drink syrup, or extract bearing a distinguishing name or 
trade mark, without first registering the name or brand of the syrup or 
extract, and the name and address of the manufacturer thereof, with 
the Dairy and Food Commissioner. He or they shall also i)ay into the 
State treasury at the time of making such registration a license fee of 
five dollars for each and every brand of said syrup or extract that is 
sold or offered for sale. Said registration shall be renewed annually: 
Provided, That whenever any manufacturer, agent or seller shall have 
paid this fee, his agent or dealer using the same shall not be required 
to do so. All moneys collected by the Dairy and Food Commissioner 
under the provisions of this act shall be ])aid into tlie State treasury. 
The provisions of this section shall not apply to local sellers of soda 
Avater, grape juice, cider, or other carbonated beverages, as to syru])s 
and extracts nmde bv themselves for their own use exclusivelv. A man- 
ufacturer, jobber or dealer in every syrup, extract or soft drink required 
to be licensed under this section, shall, upon making application for 
such license, file with the Dairy and Food Commissioner a sample of said 
syrup, extract or soft drink for anah'sis, and said license shall not be 
granted by the Dairy and Food Commissioner unless he shall determine 
that said syrup, extract or soft drink is free from all harmful drugs and 
other ingredients that are injurious to health. 

220. Sec. 3, The Dairv and Food Commissioner shall have the 

ft/ 

power to revoke any license issued under the provisions of this act. when- 
ever it is determined by himself or any of his deputies, chemists or other 
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properly qualitied official that any of the provisions of this act have been 
violated. Any person, firm or corporation whose license has been so 
revoked shall discontinue the manufacture of bottle carbonated bever- 
ages, soda waters, grape juice, cider or other mineral waters until the 
l>rovisions of this act have been complied with and a new license issued. 
He may revoke such license temporarily until there is a compliance with 
such conditions as he may prescribe, or permanently for the unexpired 
period of such license. 

221. 8ec. 4. Before revoking any license, the Dairy and Food Com- 
missioner shall give written notice to the licensee affected, stating that 
he contemplates the revocation of the same and giving his reasons there- 
for. Said notice shall appoint a time of hearing before said commis- 
sioner and shall be mailed by registered mail to the licensee. On the 
day of hearing, the licensee nuxy present such evidence to the commis- 
sioner as he deems fit, and after hearing all the testimony, the commis- 
sioner shall decide the question in such manner as to him appears just 
and right. 

222. Sec. 5. Any licensee who feels aggrieved at the decision of the 
commissioner, may appeal from said decision within ten days by writ of 
certiorari to the circuit court of the county where licensee resides and 
issue shall be framed in said court and a trial had and its decision shall 
be final. 

223. SErv (>. For the purpose of this act a bottled carbonated bev- 
erage, soda water, grape juice, cider or other soft drink, except pure 
fruit juices, shall consist of a beverage made from a pure cane or| beet 
sugar syrup, containing pure flavoring materials, with or without added 
fruit acid, with or without added color and shall contain in the finished 
product not less than eight per cent sugar : Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall prohibit the use of any other harmless ingredient in the manu- 
facture of carbonated beverages: And provided further, That whenever 
artificial coal tar colors are used nothing but the certified colors as ap- 
proved by the federal government are permissible. The provisions of 
this section shall not aj)ply to retailers who do not bottle soda water or 
other soft drinks, or to beverages made in imitation of beer, bitter drinks 
or other similar drinks. And all bottled carbonated beverages or other 
soft drinks not in compliance with the standards established by this act, 
shall be deemed to be adulterated. 

224. Sec. 7. Whenever artificial colors or flavors are used in the man- 
ufacture of carbonated beverages, soda waters, grape juice, cider, min- 
eral waters or other soft drinks the bottle or other container shall be 
distinctly labeled "Artificially colored and flavored." All ciders, fruit 
ades, fruit juices or other similar drinks that are made in imitation of 
the natural product shall be properly and distinctly labeled with the 
word "Imitation" followed by the name of the beverage. All beverages 
sold in bulk; or froni open receptacles that contain artificial coloring 
or artificial flavors of any character, shall be so labeled, said labels to be 
prominently disjdayed on all stands, booths, or other places where said 
beverages are sold or dispensed. Labels for this purpose shall not be 
less than four inches wide and ten inches long, and shall contain the 
following : 

"Artificially colored, artificially flavored," or "Artificially colored. 
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imitation flavor." When said beverages contain artificial color and 
natural fruit flavor, said labels shall indicate the presence of the artifi- 
cial coloring as follows: "Artificially colored." When said beverages 
contain artificial flavors and no artificial coloring, they shall be labeled 
as follows : "Artificial flavor," or "Imitation flavor." 

225. Sec. 8. All buildings, stores, factories, or other places where 
carbonated beverages, soda waters, grape juice, cider, mineral waters 
or other soft drinks are manufactured or bottled shall be well lighted 
and ventilated and shall be kept at all times in a sanitary condition. 
All machines, bottles, jars or other utensils used in. the manufacture of 
carbonated beverages, soda water, mineral waters or other soft drinks 
shall be kept at all times in a clean and sanitai*}' place and in a sanitary 
condition. 

226. Sec. 9. All bottles used in the manufactuHe of carbonated bev-. 
erages, soda waters, grape juice, cider, carbonated mineral waters or 
an}' other soft drink, before being filled shall be sterilized by soaking in 
a hot caustic solution of not less than one hundred and twenty degrees 
Fahrenheit that shall contain not less than five per cent caustic or alkali, 
expressed in terms of sodium hydrate, for a period of not less than five 
minutes, then thoroughly rinsed in pure water until free from alkali; 
or by any other suitable process that will properly sterilize the bottles. 

227. Sec. 10. Ko bottles shall be used in the manufacture of carbon- 
ated beverages, soda waters, grape juice, cider, mineral waters or other 
soft drinks, in which the metal or rubber part of the stopper comes in 
contact with the beverage. The provisions of this section shall not apply 
to carbonated water put up in "siphons." 

228. Sec. 11. Any person, firm or corporation who shall do any of 
the acts or things prohibited, or neglect or refuse to do any of the acts or 
things required by this act or in any way violate any of its provisions, 
shall be deemetl guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a 
fine of not more than one hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the 
county jail for a period of not more than ninety days or by both such 
fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court. 

229. Sec. 12. The Dairy and Food Commissioner shall be charged 
with the enforcement of the provisions of this act. 

29 



22t5 STATE OP MICHIGAN. 



STATE BRAND FOR BUTTER. 

(Act No. 53, P. A., 1915.) 

AN ACT to provide for a state bran<l for Michigan butter, for the pur- 
pose of insuring a higher standard of excellence and quality, a more 
uniform butter market, and to insure a more healthful product for 
consumption at home and abroad, and to regulate the use of such 
mark or brand. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

230. Section 1. Any person, firm or corporation manufacturing but- 
ter in this state may use the brand, mark or label therefor as provided 
in this act. 

231. Sec. 2. Said trade mark or brand and 'its use and regulation 
shall be in charge of and under the control of a commission of three 
members consisting of the state dairy and food commissioner/ the presi- 
dent of the Michigan State Dairvmen's Association and the president 
of the Michigan State Butter Maker's Association. 

232. Sec. 3. The state trade mark or brand shall be controlled, used, 
manufactured and issued under such rules and regulations as may be 
found necessary from time to time by the said commission. Said com- 
mission or commissioners shall liave power to make such changes in the 
rules and regulations for the use of said trade mark or brands as it may 
deem necessary from time to time. 

233. Sec. 4. The rule^ governing the use of such trade mark or 
brand shall be published by and through bulletins issued by the State 
dairy and food department. Such labels, stamps or other means of im- 
printing such trade mark or brand upon the manufactured product or 
the receptacles containing the same, shall be furnished to those entitled 
to the use thereof by the state dairy and food department. 

234. Sec. 5. The said commission is herebv directed and authorized 
to secure a copy-right under the laws of the United States for trade 
marks or brands and copy-rights for such trade mark or brand of but- 
ter. Said trade mark, brand, or label shall be of such size and design 
as the said commission shall designate and shall contain in prominent 

letters, the words, "Michigan butter. License Number ," and 

the words, "State Butter Control." 

235. Sec. 6. Any person, lirm or corporation desiring to use the 
brand or label provided for in this act in the manufacture or sale of 
butter shall make written application for a license therefor to the dairy 
and food commissioner, which application shall describe by location and 
name the creamery or factory in which such butter is to be manufac- 
tured, and give such other information as may be required. A license 
shall be granted to such person, firm or corporation to use such brand 
or label at the factory described in the application, if on investigation 
by the dairy and food commissioner, his deputy or duly authorized 
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assistants, it appears that all the provisions of this act and the rules 
and regulations by the commission have been complied with. Such 
license shall state that the brand or label provided for by the said com- 
mission may be used in connection with the manufacture or sale of but- 
ter from the factorv described in such license. Such factories so de- 
scribed shall be given the same number as the serial number of the 
license. 

236. Sec. 7. No person, firm or corporation shall use in the manu- 
facture or sale of butter such brand or label without having first ob- 
tained a license therefor as provided in this act. Such license so granted 
may be revoked by the said commissioner if any of the conditions of 
this act or of the rules and regulations of the commission are not com- 
plied with. Such license so granted shall not be transferable. 

237. Sec. 8. The use of any brand or mark for butter or butter sub- 
stitute resembling the above brand or so near like it that it can be con- 
founded with it, is prohibited. 

238. Sec. 9. Any person, firm or corporation violating any of the 
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and on 
conviction thereof shall be fined not more than one hundred dollars or 
imprisoned in the county jail for not more than thirty days. 



STANDARD MILK BOTTLES. 

(Act No, 154. P. A., 1915.) 

AN ACT to prevent fraud and deception in the sale of milk and cream, 
providing standard milk bottles and for the sealing thereof. 

The People of the State of Michigati enact: 

239. Section 1. On and after January one, nineteen hundred six- 
teen, bottles used for the sale of milk and cream in this state shall be of 
the capacity of half gallon, three pints, one quart, one pint, ten ounce, 
half pint, one gill filled full to the bottom of the lip. The following 
variations on individual bottles or jars may be allowed : Six drams 
above and six drams below on the half gallon; five drams above and five 
drams below on the three-pint ; four drams above and four drams below 
on the quart; three drams above and three drams below on the pint; 
two and one-half drams above and two and one-half drams below on the 
len ounce; two drams above and two drams below on the half pint; two 
drams above and two drams below on the gill. But the average cojitents 
of not less than twenty-five bottles selected at random from at least four 
times the number tested must not be in error by more than one-quarter 
of the tolerances: One and five-tenths drams above and one and five- 
tenths drams below on the half gallon; one and twenty-five hundredths 
drams above and one and twenty-five hundredths drams below on the 
three pint; one dram above and one dram below on the quart; seventy- 
five hundredths drams above and seventv-five hundredths drams below 
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on the pint; seventy-five hundredths drams above and seventy-five hun- 
dredths drams below on the ten ounce; five-tenths drams above and five- 
tenths drams below on the half pint; five-tenths drams above and five- 
tenths drams below on the gill. Bottles or jars used for the sale of milk 
shall have clearly blown or otherwise permanently marked in the side 
of the bottle, the capacity of the bottle and the word '^sealed" and in the 
side or bottom of the bottle the name, initials or trade mark of the man- 
ufacturer and designating number, which designating number shall be 
different for each manufacturer and may be used in identifying the bot- 
tles. The designating number shall be furnished by the state superin- 
tendent of weights and measures upon application by the manufacturer, 
and upon filing by the manufacturer of a bond in the sum of one thous- 
and dollars with sureties to be approved by the attorney general, con- 
ditioned upon their performance of the requirements" of this section. A 
record of the bonds furnished, the designating numbers, and to whom 
furnished, shall be kept in the office of the superintendent of weights 
and measures. 

240. Sec. 2. On and after January one, nineteen hundred sixteen, 
anv manufacturer who sells milk or cream bottles to be used in this 

ft/ 

state, which do not comply as to size and markings with the provisions 
of this act, shall suffer the penalty of five hundred dollars, to be i*ecov- 
ered by the attorney general in an action against the offender's bonds- 
men, to be brought in the name of the people of the state. Any dealer 
who uses, for the purpose of selling milk or cream, jars or bottles pur- 
chased after this law takes effect, which do not comply with the require- 
ments of this act as to markings and capacity, shfill be deemed guilty of 
using false or insufficient measure. 

241. Sec. 3. Sealers of weights and measures are not required to 
seal bottles or jars for milk or cream marked as in this act provided!, 
but they shall from time to time make tests on individual bottles used 
by the various firms in the territory over which they have jurisdiction,, 
in order to ascertain whether the above provisions are being complied 
with and they shall report violations found immediately to the sui)er- 
intendent of weights and measures. Any dealer who knowingly uses 
for the purpose of selling milk or cream, jars or bottles purchased after 
this law takes effect, which do not comply with this act as to marking 
the capacity, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be punished accord- 
ingly. I 
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PASTEUKIZATION. 

(Act No. 93, P. A., 1915.) 

AN ACT to provide for pasteurizing the by-products of cheese factories, 
creameries, skinmiiug stations and other places where milk is received 
and distributed. 

The People of the State of Miehigan enact: 

242. Section 1. Every owner, operator or manager of a cheese fac- 
tory, creamery, skimming station or other place where milk is received 
and the by-products distributed, shall, before returning to or delivering 
to any person or persons any skim milk, whey, buttermilk, or other milk 
by-products to be used for feeding purposes for farm animals, cause such 
«kim milk, whey, buttermilk, or other milk by-products to be thoroughly 
pasteurized by heating the same to one hundred forty-five degrees Fah- 
I'enheit and holding at that temperature for not less than thirty minutes 
or to one hundred eighty-five degrees without holding: Provided, That 
the provisions of this act shall not apply to cheese factories or cream- 
eries that pasteurize the milk or cream prior to manufacture. 

243. Sec. 2. Whoever violates any of the provisions of this act shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction shall be punished 
by a fine of not more than one hundred dollars, or imprisonment in the 
county jail for not exceeding ninety days, or both, in the discretion of 
the court. 



DECEPTIVE ADVERTISING. 

(Act No. 276, PubHc Acts, 1913.) 

AN ACT to regulate and prohibit false, deceptive, fraudulent and mis- 
leading advertising in newspapers, periodicals or other publications, 
or by circulars or handbills. 

The People of the State of Michigan enact: 

Section 1. Any person, firm, corporation or association, or the agent 
or manager of any such firm, corporation or association who, with intent 
to sell or in anywise dispose of merchandise, securities, service or any- 
thing offered by such person, firm, corporation or association, directly 
or indirectly, to the ])ublic for sale or distribution, or with intent to 
increase the consumption thereof, or to induce the public in any manner 
to enter into any obligation relating thereto, or to acquire title thereto, 
or an interest therein, knowingly makes, publishes, disseminates, circu- 
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lates, or places before the public, op knowingly causes directly or imii- 
rectly to be made, published, disseminated, circulated or placed before 
the public, in this State, in a newspaper or other publication, or in the 
form of a book, notice, handbill, poster, bill, circular, pamphlet, or letter, 
or in any other way, an advertisement of any sort regarding merchandise, 
securities, service or anything so offered to the public, which advertise- 
ment contains any assertion, representation or statement of fact which 
is untrue, deceptive or misleading, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and shall be punished by a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars nor 
more than two hundred dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail 
for a period of not more than ninety days, or by both such fine and 
imprisonment in the discretion of the court: Provided, That the pub- 
lisher or printer of anj- newspaper or other periodical shall not be liable 
under this act for publishing deceptive advertising received from any 
other person: Provided further, That said printer or publisher is not 
aware of the deceptive cliaracter of the advertising so received. 

OFFENSES AGAINST THE PUBLIC HEALTH. 

(C. L. 11404) Section 1. If any person shall knowingly sell any kind of dis- 
eased, corrupted or unwholesome provisions, whether for meat or drink, without 
making the same fully known to the buyer, he shall be punished by imprisonment 
in the county jail not more than six months, or by fine not exceeding two hun- 
dred dollars. 

(C. L. 11405) Section 2. If any person shall fraudulently adulterate, for the 
purpose of sale, any substance intended for food, or any wine, spirits, malt 
liquor, or other liquor intended for drinking, he shall be punished by imprison- 
ment in the county jail not more than one year, or by fine not exceeding three 
hundred dollars, and the article so adulterated shall be forfeited and destroyed. 

(C. L. 11406) Section 3. If any person shall fraudulently adulterate for the 
purpose of sale, any drug or medicine, in such manner as to render the same 
injurious to health, he shall be punished by imprisonment in the county jail 
not more than one year, or by fine not exceeding four hundred dollars, and such 
adulterated drugs and medicines shall be forfeited and destroyed. 
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MICHIGAN SUPKEME COUKT. 

DECISIONS RELATIVE TO DAIRY AND POOD LAWS. 



PEOPLE V. SNOWBERGER. 

(Opinion filed May 25, 1897.) 

Adulteration of Food — Statutory Offenses— Intent— Police Power. 

1. It is competent for the legislature under the police power, to provide for the 

protection of the public health by making it an oftense punishable by fine 
and imprisonment to sell adulterated food or drink, irrespective of the 
seller's knowledge of the adulteration. 

2. Act No. 193, Public Acts 1895, prohibits the manufacture or sale of adulterated 

articles of food or drink, and prescribes what shall be deemed adulteration 
within the meaning of the act. Sec. 8 forbids any person from knowinglv 
offering for sale cheese which is falsely labeled; this being the only case 
in which knowledge is expressly made an element of an offense desig- 
nated by such statute. Beld, that proof of guilty knowledge or intent is. 
not essential to the conviction of one who sells adulterated food. 

(113 Mich. 86.) 

Exceptions before judgment from Monroe; Kinne, J. 

Michael Snowberger was convicted of selling adulterated food, in vio- 
lation of Act No. 193, Public Acts of 1895. 

Conviction affirmed. 

William Look and Ira G. Humphrey, for appellant. 

Bowen, Douglas & Whiting, of counsel. 

Willis Baldwin, Prosecuting Attorney, for the people. 

Long, C. J. : Respondent was convicted under an information charg- 
ing that: "On the 19th day of April, A. D., 1897, at the city of Monroe, 
and in the county aforesaid, Michael Snowberger did offer for sale, and 
sell, to Carl Franke, an adulterated article of food, to wit : A quantity 
of mustard, to wit, a quarter of a pound, colored and adulterated with 
tumeric, whereby the said mustard, as an article of food, was damaged 
and its inferiority concealed and whereby it was made to appear of bet- 
ter and of greater value than it really was, the same not being a mixtul-e 
or compound recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients of articles 
of food ; contrary to the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided," etc. 

The information was filed under Act No. 193, Public Acts 1895, en- 
titled "An act to prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception 
in the manufacture and sale of articles of food and drink." The act 
provides : 

Section 1. "No person shall within this State manufacture for sale, offer for 
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sale, or sell any article of food which is adulterated within the meaning of this 
act." 

Section 2. "The term food as used herein, shall include all articles used for 
food or drink, or intended to be eaten or drunk by man, whether simple, mixed 
or compound." 

Section 3. "An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the meaning 
of this act: One, If any substance or substances have been mixed with it so 
as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect Its quality, strength or purity; 
Two, If any inferior or cheaper substance or substances have been substituted 
wholly or in part for It; Three, if any valuable or necessary constituent or in- 
gredient has been wholly or in part abstracted from it; Four, If it is sold under 
the name of another article; Five, If it consists wholly or In part of a diseased, 
decomposed, putrid. Infected, tainted or rotten animal or vegetable substance 
or article, whether manufactured or not, or In case of milk, if it is the product 
of a diseased animal; Six, If it is colored, coated, polished or powdered, whereby 
damage or inferiority is concealed, or If by any means it is made to appear better 
or of greater value than it really is; Seven, If It contains an added substance or 
Ingredient which is poisonous or injurious to health: Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this act shall not apply to mixtures or compounds recognized as ordi- 
nary articles or ingredients of articles of food, if each and every package sold 
or offered for sale be distinctly labeled as mixtures or compounds, and are not In- 
jurious to health." 

Section 19 makes any violation of the act a misdemeanor and provides 
a penalty by a line of not less than $100 nor more than $500, or by im- 
prisonment in the county jail, etc. 

On the trial respondent admitted, that on the 19th day of April, 1897, 
he, at the citj' of Monroe, this State, offered for sale and did sell to Carl 
Franke a quantity of mustard, to wit, a quarter of a pound which was 
afterwards found upon a chemical examination to be colored and adul- 
terated with tumeric, whereby the said mustard as an article of food 
was damaged and its inferiority concealed, and it was thereby made to 
appear of greater and better value than it really was; the same not 
being a mixture or compound recognized as an ordinary article or in- 
gredient of articles of food. 

But he claimed that said article of mustard, so sold was purchased by 
him as a pure article in good faith, and that he believed at the time of 
the purchase by him and also at the time of the sale to the said Franke, 
that the same was pure mustard, free from any coloring and adulteration 
with tumeric or any other coloring or adulterant, and that no inferiority 
was concealed whereby it was made to appear of greater or better value 
than it really was ; that at the time he purchase<l the same he asked for 
pure mustard and that the same was warranted to him as pure ; that he 
did not make or cause to have made a chemical examination of the same 
and did not inform himself or endeavor to ascertain the methods of 
determining pure from impure mustards, but relied upon the representa- 
tions of his vender and the appearance of the article to the eye ; and that 
he did not intend to violate the law. 

From such conviction respondent appeals. 

It is the contention of counsel for respondent that it was the intent of 
the legislature to provide by the act that no person should be convicted 
and punished for selling adulterated food or drink without showing that 
he knew the same to be adulterated; that the information does not 
charge such knowledge, and the proofs disclosed that respondent acted 
in good faith and in the belief that the article sold was pure and un- 
adulterated. 
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The act cannot be so construed. The offense under the act consists 
in selling an article intended to be eaten or drunk which is adulterated. 
Section 8 of the acts shows conclusively that the legislature did not in- 
tend to make criminal intent or guilty knowledge a necessary ingredient 
of the offense. As a rule there can be no crime without a criminal in- 
tent ; but this rule is not universal. 

In People v. Roby, 52 Mich. 577 (50 Am. Rep. 270), the respondent 
was convicted of the offense under the statute of keeping his saloon open 
on Sundav. It was there said: "It is contended that to constitute an 
offense under the section referred to (How. Stat., Sec. 2274), there must 
be soriie evidence tending to show an intent on the part of the respondent 
to violate it. * * * * The section under which Roby is prosecuted 
makes the crime consist, not in the affirmative act of any person, but in 
the negative conduct of failing to keep the saloon closed. As a rule 
there can be no crime without a criminal intent ; but this is not by any 
means a universal rule. One may be guilty of the high crime of man- 
slaughter when his only fault is gross negligence, and there are many 
other cases where mere neglect may be highly criminal. Many statutes 
which are in the nature, of police regulations, as this is, impose criminal 
penalties irrespective of any intent to violate them; the purpose being 
to require a degree of diligence for the protection of the public which 
shall render violation impossible." 

Many cases are cited in that case where convictions were sustained 
^ilthough the element of guilty knowledge was lacking. Thus in Massa- 
chusetts a person may be convicted of the crime of selling intoxicating 
liquors as a beverage though he did not know it to be intoxicating. 

Com. V. Boynton, 2 Allen, 160. 

And of the offense of selling adulterated milk, though ignorant of its 
adulteration. 

Com. V. Farren, & Allen, 489. 
Com. V. Nichols, 10 Allen, 199. 
Com. V. Waite, 11 Allen, 264. 
Com. v. Smith, 103 Mass. 444. 

In Missouri a magistrate may be liable to the penalty for performing 
the marriage ceremony for minors without consent of parents or guard- 
ians, though he may suppose them to be of the proper age. 

Beckham v. Nacke, 56 Mo., 546. 

Where the killing and sale of a calf under a specified age is prohibited 
there may be a conviction though the party was ignorant of the animaFs 
age. 

Com. v. Raymond, 97 Mass., 567. 

In People v. Welsh, 71 Mich. 548, this court in speaking of People v. 
Roby, supra, said: "When a statute does not make intent an element 
of the offense, but commands an act to be done or omitted which in the 
absence of the statute might have been done or omitted without culpa- 
bility, ignorance of the fact or state of things contemplated by the stat- 
ute will not excuse its violation ;" citing : 

State v. Hartfield, 24 Wis., 60. 
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In the late case in this court of Walcott v. Judge of Superior Court, 
112 Mich. 311, the relator, as prosecuting attorney of the county, filed 
an information against one Fred Saunders, charging him with being 
engaged in selling liquor without giving the bond required by the statute. 
The bond was fair upon its face, but one of the sureties, it appears was 
disqualified under section 2282dl, 3 How. Stat. The information did 
not allege that respondent had knowledge of this defect in the bond. 
The information was quashed by the court below, and the relator asked 
the aid of mandamus to compel the respondent to reinstate the case. It 
was said by this court in the majority opinion : **It was the intention 
of the legislature to make the execution and delivery of the prescribed 
bond a condition precedent to sale, and to require the person desiring to 
engage in the business mentioned to assume the responsibility of know- 
ing that the bond when presented complies in all essential particulars 
with the law. He must know that his sureties are males, that they are 
resident freeholders of the township, village or city in which the business 
is to be carried on, that they hold none of the offices prohibited by the 
act, and that at the time the bond is filed neither is a surety upon more 
than two bonds required by the act." 

It appeared that one of the sureties was already upon more than two 
bonds ; and the writ was granted compelling the respondent to reinstate 
the case. The case of People v. Roby was cited in that case in support 
of the proposition that intent was not an ingredient of the offense. 

These regulations are under the police power in the State. Undoubt- 
edly it was competent for the legislature to prohibit the sale of adulter- 
ated articles of food and drink. The police power of the State extends 
to the protection of the health as well as of the lives and property of the 
citizens. Generally it is for the legislature to determine what laws and 
regulations are needed to protect the public health and secure the public 
comfort and safety. If it passes an act ostensibly for the public health 
and thereby destroys or takes away the property of the citizen or inter- 
feres with his liberty it is for the courts to determine whether it relates 
to and is appropriate to promote such public health. Under the police 
power the conduct of individuals and the use of property may be regu- 
lated so as to interfere to some extent with the freedom of the one and 
the enjoyment of the other. It cannot be doubted that the legislature 
intended by this act to protect the public against the harmful conse- 
quences of sales of adulterated food, and to the end that its purpose 
might not be defeated to require the seller at his peril to know that the 
article which he offers for sale is not adulterated. 

As was said by the supreme court of Ohio, in State v. Kelly, 54 Ohio 
St. 166 : "If this statute had imposed upon the state the burden of prov- 
ing ♦ ♦ ♦ iiis knowledge of its adulteration, it would thereby have 
defeated its declared purpose." 

In State v. Smith, 10 R. I. 260, the court, in speaking of the offense) of 
selling adulterated milk, said : "Counsel for defendant asked the court 
to charge that there must be evidence of a guilty intent on the part of 
the defendant and of a guilty knowledge in order to convict him. Our 
statute in that provision of it, under which this indictment was found 
does not essentially differ from the statute of Massachusetts, and there 
previous to the enactment of our statute the supreme court had deter- 
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mined that a person might be convicted although he had no knowledge 
of the adulteration ; the intent of the legislature being that the seller of 
milk should take upon himself the risk of knowing that the article he 
offers for sale is not adulterated." 

Statutes in many states have been passe<l providing that whoever sells, 
or keeps or offers for sale adulterated milk, or milk to which water or 
other foreign substance has been added shall be punished, etc. Under 
these statutes it has been decided many times that risk is upon the seller 
of knowing that the article he offers for sale is not adulterated, and that 
it is not necessary in an indictment under such a statute to allege or 
prove criminal intent or guilty knowledge. 

Com. y. Smith, 103 Mass., 444. 
Com. V. Warren, 160 Mass., 533. 
People V. CUpperly, 101 N. Y., 634. 

The same rule that no criminal intent is necessary has been held to 
apply under an act forbidding the sale of oleomargarine or other imita- 
tion of dairy products, unless express notice be given to the purchaser. 

Bayles v. Newton, 50 N. J. L., 549. 
Com. V. Gray, 150 Mass., 327. 

The English rule is in keeping with tlie doctrine in this countr}*^ on this 
subject. 

Roberts v. Egerton, L. R., 9 Q. B., 494. 

The statute not requiring knowledge on the part of the seller to make 
the offense complete, we are satisfied that the conviction must be sus- 
tained. No case has been cited, and we are not able to find one, where 
a contrary doctrine is laid down. The act may work hardship in many 
cases; but that question is one to be addressed to the legislature and 
not to the courts. As we have said, it was within the power of the legis- 
lature to pass the act making it an offense punishable with fine and im- 
prisonment to sell adulterated food or drink, although the person selling 
tbe same has no knowledge that it is adulterated. Under this statute 
one making sales must do so at his peril. 

The conviction is affirmed. 

Grant, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 
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PEOPLE V. WORDEN GROCERY CO. 

(Opinion filed December 6, 1898.) 

Constitutional Law — Act to Prevent Sale of Adulterated Vinegar — Complaint — 

Reasonableness of Statute — Defense. 

1. The title to an act reading "An act in relation to the manufacture and sale 

of vinegar, and to repeal Act No. 224 of the Public Acts of 1889, approved, 
etc., held broad enough to support an enactment to prevent deception in 
the sale of vinegar or to prevent adulteration of vinegar. 

2. A conviction for a sale of "fermented cider vinegar," which was not up to 

the standard prescribed by Act No. 71, Public Acts of 1897, may be had 
under a complaint drawn under section 2 of the act. 

3. The question as to whether the requirements of an act passed to prevent the 

sale of adulterated vinegar are such as to render the act unreasonable 
cannot be determined by the courts and does not raise a question of fact 
for determination by a jury. • 

4. Where a sample of vinegar is taken from a dealer for the purpose of testing 

it to see if it conforms to the standard required by law it is not necessary 
that a sample be left with the dealer. 

5. A prosecution for a sale of vinegar in violation, of Act No. 71, Public Acts 

of 1897, cannot be defended on the ground that the person so manufac- 
turing or selling vinegar below the standard has no knowledge that it is 
not within the standard prescribed. 

Error to the circuit court of Kent couutv ; Allen C. Adsit, J. 

Appeal of the Worden Grocer Co. from a conviction of a violation of 
Act No. 71, Public Acts of 1897. Affirmed. 

Frank A. Rodgers, Prosecuting Attorney; Benn M. Corwin, Assistant 
Prosecuting Attorney, for tlie people. 

Rood & Hindman, for respondent. 

Long, J.: The complaint in this cause charges that the defendant: 
"On February 5 1898, did unlawfully sell and deliver to John T. Owens 
of Benton Harbor, Michigan, a large quantity, to wit: One barrel of 
vinegar which was not then and there in compliance with the provisions 
of Act No. 71, Public Acts, 1897, in this, viz. : That said vinegar was 
sold as "fermented cider vinegar" and branded as such ; that said vine- 
gar contained less than one and three-fourths per cent by weight upon 
full evaporation (at the temperature of boiling water) of solids con- 
tained in the fruit from which said vinegar is fermented, to wit : One 
and fifty-one one-hundredths per cent of solids; and said vinegar con- 
tained less than two and a half tenths of one per cent ash or mineral 
matter, the same being the product of the material from which said vin- 
egar was manufactured, to wit: Eight one-hundredths of one per cent 
of ash or mineral matter, against the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided," etc. 

The cause was commenced in the police court, and, being removed to 
the circuit, came on to be heard before a jury. The defendant 
refused to plead, and counsel for defendant thereupon made a motion 
to quash the complaint and summons for several reasons which will 
hereafter be discussed. The court upon the trial directed a verdict of 
guilty, and the cause comes to this court on exceptions before judgment. 
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The title of the act reads : "An act in relation to the mannfactnre and 
sale of vinegar, and to repeal Act Xo. 224 of the Public Acts of 1889, 
approved," etc. Sections one and two of the act, being the sections in 
question, provide: 

"Section 1. The People of the State of Michigan enact, That no person shall 
manufacture for sale, offer or expose for sale, sell or deliver, or have in his pos- 
session with intent to sell or deliver, any vinegar not in compliance with the 
provisions of this act. No vinegar shall be sold as apple, or orchard or cider 
vinegar, which is not the legitimate product of pure apple juice, known as apple 
cider or vinegar not made exclusively of said apple cider or vinegar into which 
foreign substance, drugs or acids have been Introduced, as may appear upon 
proper test, and upon said test, shall contain not less than one and three-fourths 
per cent, by weight, of cider vinegar solids upon full evaporation at the tempera- 
ture of l>oiling water. 

"Section 2. All vinegar made by fermentation and oxidation without the 
intervention of distillation shall be branded 'fermented vinegar' with the name 
of the fruit or substance from which the same is made. And all vinegar made 
wholly or in part from distilled liquor shall be branded 'distilled vinegar,' and 
all of such distilled vinegar shall be free from coloring matter added during or 
after distillation and from color other from that imparted to it by distillation. 
And all fermented vinegar not distilled shall contain not less than one and three- 
fourths per cent, by weight, upon full evaporation (at the temperature of boil- 
ing water) of solids, contained in the fruit or grain from which said vinegar 
is fermented, and said vinegar shall contain not less than two and a half tenths 
of one per cent ash or mineral matter the same being, the product of the ma- 
terial from which said vinegar is manufactured. And all vinegar shall be made 
wholly from the fruit or grain from which it purports to be or is represented 
to be made, and shall contain no foreign substance and shall contain not less 
than four per cent, by weight, of absolute acetic acid." 

It appears by the testimony that the defendant, a Michigan corpora- 
tion doing business at Grand Rapids, on February 5, 1898, sold a barrel 
of vinegar to one John T. Owens of Benton Harbor. The sale is admit- 
ted. A sample of the vinegar was taken from this barrel and analyzed 
by the State Analyst, Mr. Fred H. Borradaile. The correctness of this 
analysis is not disputed. This analysis showed that the vinegar did not 
comply w^ith the requirements of the statute in that it did not 
contain the amount of solids nor the amount of ash or mineral matter 
required. 

The contentions made b}- counsel for defendant mostly relate to the 
validity of the act. 

1. It is contended that the title to the act does not express any ob- 
ject; that the act w^as intended to prevent deception in the sale of vin- 
egar or to prevent adulteration of vinegar, but that no such object is 
expressed in the title; and that the act is therefore in conflict with sec- 
tion 20 of article 4 of the constitution of this State, which provides 
that: "No law shall embrace more than one object, which shall be ex- 
pressed in its title." 

We think this contention sufficiently -answered by what was said by 
this court in Soukup v. VanDyke, 109 Mich. 681. There the title was: 
"An act relative to justices' courts in the city of Grand Rapids." It was 
said: "The title is sufficient if it fairlv and reasonablv announces the 
object and that is a single one. If this requirement be observed, the 
legislature must determine for itself how broad and comprehensive shall 
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be the object of a statute and how much particularity shall be em- 
ployed in the title in defining it." 

In People v. Kelly, 99 Mich. 82, the title under discussion was: "An 
act relative to disorderly persons, and to repeal," etc. 

See also : 

State y. County Judges, 2 Iowa, 280. 

McAunich v. The Miss. & Mo. R. R. Co., 20 Iowa, 842. 

2. Counsel contend that the complaint being dra^ra under section 
two of the act, no conviction can follow; that if any violation of the 
law be found, it is of section one and not of section two of the act; that, 
therefore, the complaint was drawn under the wrong section. 

This contention cannot be sustained. It is plain from the reading of 
these sections that the legislature intended that all fermented vinegar 
should come up to the required standard, whether made from fruit or' 
grain. 

3. The defendant contends that the act is unreasonable and there- 
fore void as beyond the police power of the State, in that the test for 
cider vinegar in regard to solids is arbitrary, unscientific and not cal- 
culated to accomplish the end sought by the legislature, viz: To pro- 
tect the public health against spurious vinegar; that such test is no 
test, because: 

a. Said solids and ash are indifferent ingredients of vinegar from a 
hygienic standpoint. 

b. Their comparative absence or presence is not an essential in- 
gredient of pure apple cider vinegar. 

c. A vinegar can be manufactured which will satisfy the require- 
ments of the statute and yet contain no materials from apples or the 
product of apples. 

d. A pure apple cider vinegar is frequenth' made which is below the 
requirements of the statute in solids and ash. 

e. The less proportion of solids is a proof of greater purity in the 
vinegar and of its better keeping qualities. 

These questions might very properly be addressed to the legislature, 
but are matters with which the court has nothing to do. It is not a part 
of the functions of the court to investigate the facts entering into ques- 
tions of public policy merely. Under our system that power is lodged 
in the legislative branch of the government. It belongs to that branch to 
determine primarily what measures are appropriate or needful for the 
protection of the public morals, the public health or the public safety. 

Barton v. McWhinney, 85 Ind., 481. 
Mugler V. Kansas. 123 U. S.. 660. 
PoweU y. Pennsylvania, 127 U. S. 685. 

In People v. Snowborger, 113 Mich. 1)2, it was said by this court: 
*The act may work hardship in*many cases, but that question is one to 
be addressed to the legislature and not to the courts.'' 

The question of the reasonableness of the acts found in many states 
relative to the sale of milk below a certain standard has been frequently 
raised in \]\e courts, and the acts upheld. 

'In Com. v. Evans, 132 Mass. 11, the court passing upon such a statute 
said: '*The intention of the legislature and the practical operation of 
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this section in connection with the third section is to provide that it 
shall be unlawful to sell milk containing less than thirteen per centum 
of milk solids. This belongs to the class of police regulations designated 
to prevent frauds and to protect the health of the people, which it is 
within the constitutional power of the legislature to enact." 

In State v. Smyth, 14 R. T. 100, the court said: "It was the purpose 
of the statute to prohibit, not only the dealing in milk which had been 
adulterated, but also in milk of such inferior quality as to fall below the 
standard named in section three. It is equally a fraud on the buyer, 
whether the milk which he buys was originally good and has been de- 
teriorated by the addition of water or whethei* in its natural state it is 
so poor that it contains the same proportion of water as that which has 
been adulterated." See also: 

State V. Newton, 45 N. J. L., 469. 
Bertholf v. O'ReiUy, 74 N. Y., 509. 
State V. Campbell, 64 N. H., 403. 
10 Am. St. Rep., 419. 

But counsel contend that the reasonableness of this act is a question 
of fact for the jury to determine from the expert chemical evidence. 

This question is neither for the court nor the jury to determine. In 
People V. Clipperly, 101 N. Y. 634, that very question was discussed and 
decided adversely to the claim here. It was said : "The defendant takes 
the broader ground that the legislature cannot under the constitution 
prohibit the sale of milk drawn from healthy cows which in its natural 
state falls below standard fixed by the act, imless such milk, or the 
articles made from it, are in fact unwholesome or dangerous to public 
health. How is that question of fact to be determined? The court can- 
not take judicial notice whether milk below the standard is or is not un- 
wholesome or dangerous to public health. Is that to be a question for 
the jury? If so, the court must charge a jury in each case that if they 
find milk below that standard to be imwholesome, then the statute is 
constitutional; if they find it to be wholesome, then the statute is un- 
constitutional. Evidently a constitutional question cannot be settled, or 
rather, unsettled in that wav. The constitutionality would vary with 
the varying judgments of juries." 

In the emery wheel case before us, in People v. Smith, 108 Mich., p. 
534, a somewhat similar question was discussed. It was said: "If the 
courts find the plain provisions of the constitution violated, or if it can 
be said that the act is not within the rule of necessity in view of facts 
of which judicial notice may be taken, then the act must fall: otherwise 
it should stand.'' 

See also: 

People V. Girard, 145 N. Y., 109. 
(45 Am. St. Rep. 595.) 

4. Counsel also contend that defendant was not allowed, nor could 
it obtain, a sample of the vinegar in question for analysis, and was de- 
prived of the right to produce evidence as to the amount of solids in the 
vinegar; and was thus deprived of property without due process of law. 

The record shows that the defendant was not prevented from getting a 
sample of the vinegar by any person interested in the prosecution of the 
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suit. The record shows that the only effort it made to get such sample 
was a letter written to Mr. Owens who had bought and paid for the vine- 
gar, requesting him to return it, to which the defendant received no 
reply, and it does not appear that Mr. Owens had any of the vinegar 
left at that time. No sample was left with the defendant by the prose- 
cution ; nor was this necessary. 

Com. v. Coleman, 157 Mass., 460. 

5. This statute forbids the manufacture and sale of vinegar not. in 
compliance therewith ; and persons manufacturing or selling vinegar be- 
low the standard do so at their peril. It is no defense that the person 
so manufacturing or selling vinegar below the standard has no knowl- 
edge that it is not within the standard prescribed. 

People V. Snowberger, 113 Mich., 86; 71 N. W. R., 497. 

We have examined the other questions raised, but do not deem it 
necessary to discuss them. They relate mostly to offers of testimony 
which the court below ruled out; and, we think, properly. 

The testimony was uncontradicted that the vinegar sold was not in 
compliance with the statute. The sale was admitted. 

The court was not in error in directing the verdict. The conviction 
must be affirmed. 

Grant, C. J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. DETTENTHALER. 

GROSVENOR v. JACKSON CIRCUIT JUDGE. 

(Opinions filed December 6, 1898.) 

Constitutional Law — Passage of Act Without Enactment Clause — Constitutional 

Provision Mandatory — ^Addition of Clause ^y Governor — 

Act 76, Laws of 1897, Invalid. 

1. The provision in the Michigan State constitution, found in Sec. 48 of Art. 

IV., that all laws shall be styled, "The People of the State of Michigan 
enact," is mandatory and the passage of an act without the enactment 
clause renders the act invalid. 

2. The addition of the enacting clause by the Governor before affixing his signa- 

ture will not render the law valid which was passed without an enact- 
ment clause. 

3. Act No. 76, Laws of 1897, being "An act to prevent deception in the manu- 

facture and sale of imitation butter*' held to be invalid because of the 
passage of the act without an enactment clause was not rendered valid 
by the addition of such clause by the Governor before affixing his signa- 
ture to the act. 

Error to the superior court of Grand Rapids; Edwin A. Burlinganie, 
judge. 

Exceptions taken by Frank J. Dettenthaler from a conviction of a 
violation of the ])ure food law. — Reversed and no new trial. 
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Frank D. Rodgers, Prosecuting Attorney, (Rodgers, McDonald & Cor- 
win of counsel), for the people. 

Rood & Hindman, and E. F. Sweet, for respondent. 

Certiorari by Elliot O. Grosvenor, Dairy and Food Commissioner, to 
review the action of the Jackson circuit judge in denying a mandamus. 
Affirmed. 

John G. Hawlev and Benn M. Corwin, for relator. 

Rood & Hindman and E. F. Sweet, for respondent. 

Hooker, J.: These cases involve the validity of Act No. 76, Public 
Acts, 1897, which is as follows: 

"An act to prevent deception In the manufacture and sale of imitation butter." 

Section 1. The People of the State of Michigan enact, That no person, by 
himself or his agents, or servants, shall render or manufacture, sell, offer for 
sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell, any article, product or com- 
pound made wholly or in part out of any fat, oil or oleaginous substance or 
compound thereof, not produced from unadulterated milk or cream from the 
same, which shall be in imitation of yellow butter produced from i)ure unadulter- 
ated milk or cream from the same: Provided, That nothing in this act shall 
be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine in a separate 
and distinct form, and in such manner as will advise the consumer of its real 
character, free from coloration or ingredient, that causes it to look Uke butter. 

Sec. 2. Whoever violates any of the provisions of section one (1) of this act 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall 
be punished by a fine of not less than fifty dollars, nor more than five hun- 
dred dollars, and the costs of prosecution, or by imprisonment in the county 
jail, or State House of Correction and Reformatory at Ionia, for not less than 
six months nor more than three years, or by both such fine and imprisonment 
in the discretion of the court for each and every offense. 

Approved April 15, 1897. 

The evidence in the first entitled cause shows that the defendant was 
convicted of the alleged offense of selling oleomargarine in contraven- 
tion of this act. 

In the other a complaint was made of a similar act to a justice, who 
refused to issue the warrant, and on application the circuit court denied 
a mandamus to compel it. The cases raise substantially the same ques- 
tions, and were argued, and will be considered together. The validity 
of the law is questioned. The record shows that this was a senate bill 
and passed the senate without the constitutional enacting clause. The 
records of the house show that the bill was reported by the committee on 
agriculture and the committee of the whole, without amendment, and 
with the recommendation that it be passed. Under the head of "third 
reading of bills upon passage," the record of the house shows that "pend- 
ing the third reading of the bill, Mr. Chamberlain moved that the bill 
be recommitted to the committee of the whole, which motion did not pre- 
vail. The bill having been read a third time, and the question being 
upon its passage pending the taking of the vote, Mr. Graham demanded 
the previous question. The demand was seconded. The question being, 
'Shall the main question be now put?' The same was ordered. The bill 
was then passed, a majority of all the members elect voting therefor, by 
yeas and nays, as follows : ♦ ♦ ♦ yeas 56, nays 10." As this is the only 
time the bill was before the house, we must find that the bill passed the 

31 
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house without an enacting clause, unless the contrary can be shown by 
other evidence. Counsel undertook to show that it was amended in this 
particular, by the records of the senate, and the testimony of the clerk 
of the house. The evidence is in brief, that previous to the passage of 
the bill in the house the clerk noticed the absence of the enacting clause, 
and brought it to the attention of the house, and said that he would 
enter one, and accordingly wrote the words in the original bill, i. e., the 
one which was then before the house. He did not testifv that the house 
took any action upon it, or that any record was made of it. 

The senate record shows that the bill was substantiallv returned to 
the senate, accompanied by a letter from the clerk of the house, read- 
ing as follows: 



"nuuw 



House of Representatives. 

Lansing, April 7, 1897. 
To the president of the Senate: 

Sir — I am instructed by the House to return to the Senate the foUowing bill: 
Senate bill No. 6, file No. 24, entitled 

"'A bill to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of imitation butter* 
and to inform the Senate that the House has amended the same as follows: By 
inserting in line 1, Section 1, after the words 'Section 1/ the words *The People 
of the State of Michigan enact.' 

Very respectfully, 

"LEWIS M. MILLER. 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 



i<i 



"In the passage of which, as thus amended, the House has concurred by a ma- 
Joity vote of all the members elect." 

It further appears that the senate concurred in such amendment. 

We must determine, therefore, whether the house is shown to have 
amended the bill by inserting an enacting clause and if not whether the 
law is valid without it. 

The most that can be claimed is that there is oral testimony, that 
the clerk announced its absence and stated that he would supply. In- 
ferentially perhaps we may say that there was no objection made, but 
the evidence is silent as to what, if anything, occurred. There is nothing 
but this inference of silence which imports acquiescence in the amend- 
ment. There is nothing to show definite action by the house which alone 
bad power to amend the bill before it. So that if the clause is essential 
to the validity of tlie act we need not discuss the propriety of admitting 
parol evidence to i)rove an amendment which should be shown by the 
record if one was authorized. 

See Attorney General v. Rice, 64 Mich. 391. 
Hart v. McElroy, 72 Mich. 446. 
Sackrider v. Supervisors, 79 Mich. 66. 

Is the constitutional enacting clause a requisite to a valid law? This 
must depend upon whether the constitutional provision is to be con- 
sidered a mandatory provision or directory merely. 

See Constitution, Art. IV., Sec. 48. 

Among the authorities cited by the relator in sui)port of his conten- 
tion, is that of Swann v. Buck, 40 Miss. 2S(). The constitutional provi- 
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sion is similar to ours, and it was held that a substantial compliance was 
suflScient. In that case the ntyle of the resolution was: ^*Resolved by 
the legislature of the State of Mississippi." The court was unable to 
discover a previous judicial decision of the question, but quoted Mr. 
Gushing to the effect that the prescribed *'form must be strictly pur- 
sued, and that no equivalent language will be sufficient," and while de- 
clining to accei)t his rule said: ^*It is necessary that every law should 
show" on its face the authority by which it is adoi)ted, and promulgated, 
and that it should clearly a])i)ear that it is intended by the legislative 
power that enacts it that it should take effect as a law. These conditions 
being fulfilled all that is absolutely necessarv is expressed. The word 
^resolved,' is as potent to declare the legislative will, as the word 
^enacted.' " 

The case of McPherson v. Leonard, 29 Md. .177, held that the ])rovision 
of the constitution of Maryland was directory, and that the omission of 
the words, *'by the general assembly of Maryland," did not render the 
law invalid. The question api>ears to have been treated as a new one. 

The case of Cape Girardeau v. Riley, 52 Mo. 427, follows the Mary- 
land case, in holding the ])rovision directory; the court saying that after 
diligent search, no case holding to the contrary had been found. In 
this case, like the one before us, the entire enacting clause was wanting. 
In this connection we may add that previous decisions of the same court, 
holding the provision that writs should run in the name of the state, 
was directory, were given weight. In our Htate a contrary holding will 
be found. 

See Forbes v. Darling, 94 Mich. 621. 

There are, however, cases which take a contrarv view of the law, and 
adhere to the doctrine asserted by Mr. Gushing, and the late Mr. Justice 
Cooley, in his work on constitutional limitations, 6 ed., p. 93, viz. : 



«n 



'But the courts tread upon very dangerous ground when they venture to apply 
the rules which distinguish directory and mandatory statutes to the provisions 
of a constitution. Constitutions do not usually undertake to prescribe mere rules 
of proceeding, except when such rules are looked upon as essential to the thing 
to be done; and they must then be regarded in the light of limitations upon 
the power to be exercised. It is the province of an instrument of this solemn 
and permanent character to establish those fundamental maxims and fix those 
unvarying rules by which all departments of the government must at all times 
shape their conduct, and if it descends to prescribing mere rules of order in un- 
essential matters, it is lowering the proper dignity of such an instrument, and 
usurping the proper province of ordinary legislation. We are not, therefore, 
to expect to find a constitutional provision which the people, in adopting it, 
have not regarded as of high importance, and worthy to be embraced in an in- 
strument, which, for a time at least is to control alike the government and the 
governed, and to form a standard by which is to be measured the power which 
can be exercised as well by the delegate as by the sovereign people themselves. 
If directions are given respecting the times or modes of proceeding in which a 
power should be exercised, there is at least a strong presumption that the 
people designed it should be exercised, in that time and mode only; and we 
Impute to the people a want of due appreciation of the purpose and proper 
province of such an instrument, when we infer that such directions are given 
to any other end. Especially when, as has already been said, it is but fair to 
presume that the people in their constitution have expressed themselves in care- 
ful and measured terms, corresponding with the immense importance of the 
powers delegated, and with a view to leave as little as possible to implication." 
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There are some cases, however, where the doctrine of directory stat- 
utes has been applied to constitutional provisions, but they are so plainly 
at variance with the weight of authority upon the precise points con- 
sidered that we feel warranted in saying that the judicial decisions as 
they now stand do not sanction the application. 

The question arose in Washington territory over a law fixing the seat 
of government, and the opinion of Gushing was quoted and followed. 
1 Wash. Ter. 116. The case of Nevada v. Rogers, 10 Nevada 250, decided 
in 1875, did the same. An extended discussion of the subject wiU be 
found in that case, in support of the proposition that the language of 
the constitution should be literally followed. 

The opinion concludes with the following pertinent and emphatic 
language: 

"Our constitution expressly provides that the enacting clause of every law 
shaU be 'The People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and assembly, 
do enact as follows.' This language is susceptible of but one interpretation. 
There is no doubtful meaning as to the intention. It is, in our judgment, an 
imperative mandate of the people, in their sovereign capacity to the legislature, 
requiring that all laws to be binding upon them shall, upon their face, express 
the authority by which they were enacted, and as this act comes to us without 
such authority appearing upon its face, it is not a law." 

The case of the State v. I^atterson, 98 N. C. 662, is strong in its con- 
demnation of the practice of treating constitutional requirements as 
directory. The case of Powell v. Jackson, 51 Mich 130, is not in point, 
as the bill was duly and seasonably amended, if we may accept the 
statement of the briefs of the counsel and the syllabus. 

The trend of the weight of the authority is in our opinion against the 
relator's contention. 

It is urged with some plausibility that the insertion of this provision 
previous to the signature by the Governor is a sufficient compliance 
with the constitution, from which we understand the claim to be made 
that although the enacting clause was wanting when the bill came to 
the Governor it might have been supplied by him. But it is thought that 
this proposition is tenable only upon the assumption that the constitu- 
tional provision is directory merely. The Governor has no power to 
make laws. The legislative power is in no part vested in him, being by 
Sec. 1. Article IV, of the constitution, vested in the senate and house of 
representatives. It is not the design of the constitution that he should 
legislate. His office is a check upon tlie legislature and he may compel 
a reconsideration of a bill by seasonabh' returning it to the appropriate 
house with his objections to it, and when the legislature has adjourned 
his neglect to sign it prevents it from becoming a law, but he has not the 
slightest power in framing the law. Indeed, it is a fundamental prin- 
ciple in American constitutions that the executive shall not make laws. 
The following language from the opinion in the case of State of ^Nevada 
v. Rogers, 10 Kev. 250, is apropos to this subject: 

"Without the concurrence of the senate the people have no power to enact any 
law. Every person at all familiar with the practice of legislative bodies is aware 
that one of the most common methods adopted to kill a bill and prevent its be- 
coming a law, is for a member to move to strike out the enacting clause. If 
such motion is carried the bill is lost. Can it be seriously contended that such 
a bill, with its head cut off, could thereafter by any legislative action become 
a law? Certainly not. The certificates of the proper officers of the senate and 
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assembly, that such an act was passed in th^ir respective houses, do not, and 
•could not impart vitality to any act which, upon its face, failed to express the 
authority by which it was enacted." 

This being so, the only justification for the insertion of the enacting 
clause by the Governor is to be found in the assumption that it is a 
clerical omission of an unimportant matter and it might as well be held 
that one of the houses, or a clerk, or even the printer of the laws, might 
make the correction, as that the Governor might do it. 

Some of the states have sustained laws without enacting clauses, but 
we do not know of one that has made their validity depend upon the 
unauthorized action of some officer or person. They have preferred to 
rest their action upon tlie well recognized distinction between manda- 
tory and directoiy provisions. If the provision is mandatory that the 
law shall have a prescribed style and the making of laws is confined 
to the legislative branch of the government, it cannot be consistently 
held that omission of essential parts of a law may be supplied and cor- 
rections made by persons without authority; and the public necessities 
should be much greater than in the present case, before such a proposi- 
tion should be seriouslv considered. If on the other hand there is war- 
rant for treating the provisions as directory a much less dangerous 
precedent is established. But as has been shown, the weight of au- 
thority forbids it, and in our opinion it will be an unfortunate day for 
<?onstitutional rights when courts begin the insidious process of under- 
mining constitutions by holding unambiguous provisions and limitations 
to be director}', merely to be disregarded at pleasure. In the present case 
it will be much better that the legislature shall correct its mistake, 
than that the courts shall sanction the irregular correction. 

We are therefore constrained to hold that the law under discussion 
is void, and in the certiorari case the order is affirmed, in that of Detten- 
thaler the conviction is reversed and no new trial ordered. The other 
justices concurred. 



GROSVERNOR v. DUFFY. 

(Opinion filed September 18, 1899.) 

Pure Food Law — Sale of Oleomargarine Colored to Imitate Butter — Constitution- 
ality of Act. 

The sale of oleomargarine colored with a harmless substance to imitate June 
butter, but which is sold and purchased as oleomargarine, is not in viola- 
tion of section 3 of Act 118 of the Public Acts of 1897, being an act to 
prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception in the manufacture 
and sale of articles of food and drink. 

Certiorari to review the action of the Washtenaw circuit judge in re- 
fusing the application of Elliot O. Grosvenor, Dairy and Food Commis- 
sioner, for mandamus to compel John L. Duffy, justice of the peace, to 
issue a warrant. Affirmed. 

Smedley & Corwin, for relator. 

John J. Speed and J. P. Lee, for respondent. 
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The relator presented to a justice of the peace a complaint in writing, 
charging that "Casper Rinsey did unlawfully offer and 'expose for sale, 
and did unlawfully sell and deliver to said Elliot O. Grosvenor, a large 
quantity, to wit, one pound of oleomargarine, which was then and there 
an article of food intended to be eaten by man, and which was then and 
there adulterated within the meaning of Act Xo. 193 of the Public Acts 
of Michigan for the jear 1895, as amended by Act No. 118 of the Public 
Acts of Michigan for the year 1897, in this, to wit: that said oleomar- 
garine was then and there an imitation of another article of food, to-wit ; 
an imitation of a rich June butter; and said oleomargarine had been 
and was then and tliere colored, whereby inferiority was concealed and 
by which means it was made to appear better and of greater value than 
it really was, to wit, in this: That it was thereby made to api)ear like 
butter of a grade which was then and there of a greater value than the 
said oleomargarine; that the said oleomargarine was labeled ^oleomar- 
garine' and stam[)ed with the seller's name; and that the tub and wrap- 
per which contained the same bore the name and address of the manu- 
facturer and was distinctly labeled oleomargarine." 

"Said complainant on' his oath aforesaid, further says, that he called for 
oleomargarine, and that the said oleomargarine was sold to him as oleomargarine 
the same as to an ordinary customer, freely and without objection, and that for 
this reason he did not take the steps required by section 6, Act No. 154 of the 
Public Acts of Michigan for the year 1897." 

The justice refused to entertain the complaint and issue a warrant, 
whereupon the relator applied to the circuit court for Washtenaw county 
for the writ of mandamus to compel the justice to issue a warrant and 
proceed to hear the case. The circuit court refused the writ and the 
case is brought to this court by certiorari for review. 

Grant, C. J. (after stating the facts). The title of the act reads ^*An 
act to prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception in the 
manufacture and sale of articles of food and drink." Sec. 3, as amended 
by Act No. 118, Public Acts of 1897, so far as it applies to this case, 
reads : 

"An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the meaning of 
this act: • ♦ ♦ 

"Fourth — If it is an imitation of, or sold under the name of another 
article. • ♦ ♦ 

"Sixth — If it is colored, coated, polished or powdered, whereby damage 
or inferiority is concealed, or if by any means it is made to appear bet- 
ter or of greater value than it really is. 

"Seventh — If it contains any added substance or ingredient which is 
poisonous or injurious to health: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall prevent the coloring of pure butter; And provided further, That 
the provisions of this act shall not apply to mixtures or compounds 
recognized as ordinay articles or ingredients of articles of food, if each 
and every package sold or offered for sale, bear the name and address 
of the manufacturer and be distinctly labeled under its own distinctive 
name, and in a manner so as to plainly and correctly show that it is a 
mixture or compound, and is not in violation with definition fourth and 
seventh of this section." 

It is not claimed that the sale made by Rinsey violates subdivision 
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seven. The act charged in the complaint is neither adulteration, fraud 
nor deception under any definition of these words to be found in any 
dictionai-y. Adulteration is **the act of corrupting or debasing, the act 
of mixing something impure or spurious with something pure or genuine, 
or an inferior article with a superior one of the same kind." 

Bouv., L. D., 126. 
Century Dictionary. 

Counsel do not urge that it comes within the word "fraud" or "de- 
ceit." Neither is it urged that the article is made to appear of greater 
value than it really is. It is not claimed that the coloring matter used 
is in the least deleterious. The law permits its use to color butter. 
Counsel rely upon People v. Snowberger, 113 Mich. 86. That case is not 
in point. The gravamen of the offense there was that the article of food 
was damaged, inferior, its inferiority concealed, and it was made to 
appear of greater value than it really was. 

This brings us to the only question we need to determine, viz.: Is 
the title to the act broad enough to include the sale complained of? 
Would any person reading the title to the bill in the legislative journals^ 
or elsewhere, suppose that the bill would make criminal an act which 
in itself was entirely harmless, honest, innocent and contained no ele- 
ment of wrong-doing? Or that it would change the well known defini- 
tion of a word so as to include within it things which were in no sense 
akin to it and which could only be included in it by the most arbitrary 
legislative enactments? Would a manufacturer of, or dealer in butter 
or oleomargarine, be notified by the title that the harmless coloring of 
either was not onh' to be prohibited but to be punished by fine or im- 
prisonment or both? There can be but one answer to these questions. 
When the legislature attempts to change definitions and to make acts 
criminal which per se are innocent and contain no element of wrong, 
there must be something in the title to show such purpose or object 
under Sec. 20, Art. 4 of the constitution. The title contains not even 
an intimation that an entirely innocent act is to be made a crime. It 
follows that this part of the act is void. 

Bissel V. Wayne Probate Judge, 58 Mich. 237. 
Northwestern M'fg. Co. v. Wayne Circuit Judge, Id., 381. 
McKellar v. Detroit, 57 Mich., 158. 

This statute is assailed as unconstitutional upon other grounds. This 
disposal of the case renders it unnecessary to discuss them. How far 
the legislature may go, under the police power inherent in the State in 
prohibiting and punishing acts which in themselves are perfectly harm- 
less, would be an interesting subject of inquiry, but as it is not neces- 
sary to a discussion of, the case we decline to enter upon it. 

Judgment affirmed. The other justices concurred. 
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PEOPLE V. SKILLMAN. 

(Opinion filed March 4, 1902.) 

Pure Food Law — Section 5022 C. L. Construed — ^Action Against Traveling Sales- 
man. 

A traveling salesman for a wholesale grocery firm, residing out of the State, 
took an order in this State for pure fruit jelly and forwarded the order 
to his employers. The order was filled with imitation fruit jelly. Informa- 
tion was filed against the salesman under section 5022 C. L., regulating 
the manufacture and sale of imitation fruit jellies. Held, That respondent 
was not guilty of violating the terms of the statute. 

Error to the circuit court for Muskegon County. Fred J. Russell, 
Judge. 

Appeal of John Skillman from a conviction under the pure food law. 
INew trial ordered. 

Charles B. Cross, Prosecuting Attorney, for the people. 
Elliott O. Grosvenor and Sniedley & Corwin, for respondent. 

Moore, J.: An information was filed against the respondent which, 
omitting the formal parts, reads as follows: "That one John Skillman 
heretofore, to wit, on the sixteenth day of September, A. D., 1901, at 
the city of Muskegon, in the county of Muskegon aforesaid, did unlaw- 
fully offer for sale and did sell to Albert Towle a large quantity, to wit : 
a certain compound under the name of Quince Jelly which was then and 
there adulterated within the meaning of the Act No. 193 of the Public 
Acts of the State of Michigan of the year 1895, as amended by Act No. 
118 of the Public Acts of the State of Michigan of the year 1897, as 
amended by Act No. 117 of the Public Acts of the State of Michigan of 
the year 1899, in this, to wit: That said compound was then and there 
made and composed in part of glucose, starch and other substances, and 
was then and there colored in imitation of fruit jelly contrary to the 
form of the statute." 

After the testimony was all in, a motion was made asking the judge, 
for various reasons, to direct a verdict in favor of respondent. This mo- 
tion was overruled. The case was submitted to the jury which returned 
a verdict of guilty. 

A great many errors are assigned. We think some of them which we 
shall discuss are well taken, but as the case if ever tried again, will not 
present the same questions now presented by counsel we deem it unneces- 
sary to pass upon all the questions argued by them in the briefs. 

To sustain the case of the people testimony in substance as follows 
was introduced : It was shown the respondent had for some years been 
a traveling salesman in the employ of Reid, Murdock & Company of Chi- 
cago, that he solicited an order from Mr. Towle, a grocer in Muskegon, 
that Mr. Towle gave him an order for a case of assorted pure fruit jelly. 
Mr. Skillman did not have the goods with him, but reduced the order to 
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writing iu the presence of Mr. Towle, at his store, and forwarde*! it to 
the house in Chicago. It is as follows : 



Reid, Murdock & Co., Chicago. 
Sept. 12, 1901. 



1 
1 



Name: Albert Towle. 
Town : Muskegon. 
State: Michigan. 
Ship by Barry Line. 
Salesman : Skillman. 

c P. F. Jelly Med. Asst 

c P. F. Jelly Med. Currant 
60 days." 



100 
100 



"1 c P. F. Jelly Med. Asst." was explained to mean one case pure fruit 
jelly medium assorted glasses. Mr. Towle testified Mr. Skillman claimed 
it was pure fruit jelly for which he took the order, and that was what 
he intended to buy. It was not shown that respondent had anything 
further to do with the transaction than as above stated. Later a case 
of goods was received from Reid, Murdock & Company and testimony 
was given tending to show that a tumbler of this jelly was sold to Mr. 
Bennett, inspector of the Dairy and Food Department of Michigan, and 
by him forwarded to the State Analyst, where it is claimed upon analysis 
it was shown to be a mixture of fruit juice, glucose, starch and coloring- 
matter. Upon the cross examination of Mr. Towle the following oc- 
curred : 

"Q. Did you give Mr. Skillman more than one order for fruit jelly 
about this time? A. Well, he had two or three orders I think, two at 
least. 

Q. Two orders? A. One of them might have been ordered by mail. 

"Q. Now you received two consignments of fruit jelly from the orders 
3 ou had given to Mr. Skillman ? A. I think so, yes, sir. 

"Q. Upon which one of these orders did you receive this particular 
tumbler of jelly that you afterwards sold to Mr. Bennett? A. I couldn't 
say. The one that he bought was out of that order I think. (Witness 
pointing to order exhibited.)" 

The defense claimed that the label "pure fruit jelly" placed upon the 
tumbler analyzed was put there by mistake. It was their claim that 
Reid, Murdock & Company dealt in two kinds of jelly, those made out of 
pure fruit and those made in imitation of pure fruit, and that when 
the imitation was sold in Michigan and certain other states their in- 
structions were to label them "imitation," and that these instructions 
were furnished in writing to their agents, including the respondent, and 
they offered testimony tending to prove this claim. The written instruc- 
tions were also offered in evidence, but with the testimony offered were 
excluded by the court. 

Among other requests offered by the respondent was the following : 

"Under the undisputed evidence in this case there is nothing to show 
that the respondent offered to sell any jelly in violation of any statute 
of this state, but, on the contrary, it is shown that respondent offered 
to sell strictly pure fruit jelly and sent such an order to Reid, Murdock 
& Company, of Chicago, Illinois, and the charge in the information for 
selling and offering to sell adulterated jelly is not sustained by the evi- 
dence, and your verdict should be not guilty." 
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The judge refused to give this request, but charged the jury, "It is 
recognized by the legislators and is a matter of common knowledge that 
many of the wholesalers that are doing business in Michigan are not 
i*esidents of this State, so the legislature saw fit to make a law where a 
man solicited the sale of pure jellies, took an order for the sale of pure 
jellies, and in response to that order and offer, a different class of goods 
was furnished, that the party should be guilty of violating this particu- 
lar law. In other words, instead of that order or offer and the furnish- 
ing of goods delivered to the party by a party who might be a non-resident 
of the State, that it should relate to the man who actually made the 
offer, the man who actually took the order for the furnishing of this 
particular article. The people claim that this is the matter in which 
this defendant here is liable." 

This statement of the law is sought to be justified bv People v. Snow- 
berger, 113 Mich. 86, and People v. Grocer Co., 118 Mich. 604, 71 X. W. 
497, 67 Am. St. Rep. 449, 77 N. W. 815. A reference to these cases will 
show that the respondent in each of them admitted making the sale of 
the goods. In this case the respondent denies that he sold any goods 
coming within the provisions of the statute. Giving the only interpre- 
tation to the testimony as it appears in the record which can be fairly 
given to it shows Mr. Towle was solicited to give an order for pure fruit 
jelly. He gave such an order. It was re<luced to writing and in the 
writing the jelly was described as pure fruit jelly. As before stated the 
only connection of the respondent with the transaction as shown by the 
record is the taking of an order for an article not within the terms of 
the statute and forwarding it. This does not constitute an offense. It 
might as well be urged that if a traveling salesman takes an order for 
Michigan beet sugar and forwards a written order for such sugar, and 
if the house, instead of filling the order as written, sends glucose with 
a label upon the package containing it calling it Michigan beet sugar 
the salesman would be guilty of an offense. This we do not understand 
to be the law. Upon the case as made the circuit judge should have 
directed a verdict of not guiltv. People v. Howard, 50 Mich. 242, 15 N. 
W. 101. 

The verdict is set aside and a new trial ordered. 

Long, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 
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THE PEOPLE V. MORSE. 

(Opinion filed June 3, 1902.) 

Pure Food Law — Sales by Agents — Criminal Responsibility for Acts of Principal. 

1. A traveling salesman who in good faith takes an order for "pure pepper/' 

which is filled by his principal with impure pepper, is not guilty of a viola- 
tion of Public Acts 1895, No. 193, forbidding the sale of impure foods. 

2. Public Acts 1895, No. 193 (Pure Food Laws) Sec. 17, providing that the 

taking of an order for future delivery of any of the articles covered by 
the "act shall be deemed a sale, within the meaning of the act," does not 
make an agent absolutely responsible for the acts of his principal in filling 
the orders taken by such agent, and an order by the agent which is filled 
by the principal as an entirety may be, under the act, a sale of impure 
food, as to the principal, and yet not such as to the agent. 

Error to circuit court, Muskegou couuty; Fred J. Russell, judge. 

John W. Morse was convicted of a violation of the pure food law, and 
he brings error. Reversed. 

Underwood & Uinlor, for appellant. 

Chas. B. Cross, Prosecuting Attorney, and George S. Lovelace, Assist- 
ant l^rosecuting Attorney, for the people. 

Hooker, J.: The brief filed on behalf of the people states that the 
case is similar to that of The People v. Skillman, 8 Detroit Legal ]S'ews, 
1090, 89 N. W. 880, and in effect concedes that the case must be reversed 
if we adhere to our former decision. 

The defendant took an order for some pepper, as and for pure pepper, 
to be shipped to a dealer in Muskegon, by defendant's principal, a whole- 
saler in Chicago. The pepper when sent was not pure. 

It is insisted that the Skillman case is at variance with the weight of 
authority elsewhere, and contrary to our own cases, in which it is said 
that we have held that a guilty intent on the part of a vendor, is not 
essential to an offense, under the pure food law (Public Acts 1895, No. 
193.) It is further said that in the decision in the Skillman case section 
seventeen of the act must have been overlooked or considered unconsti- 
tutional. 

The transaction in which the order was taken did not involve an im- 
mediate delivery of pepper, then and there present. It is not shown that 
the sample, if there was one, was the same as the pepper subsequently 
sent, or that it was in the least impure. If it be conceded that the agent 
acted in good faith, and we understand that it is not questioned, he 
took an order for pure goods, and in doing that certainly committed no 
offense. It is now urged that the exigencies of the enforcement of this 
law are such, that we should hold that this innocent and lawful action, 
may be made a crime by the subsequent act of the principal, either in- 
tentional or inadvertent, in departing from, instead of performing the 
contract which his agent had innocently made. We think this is not so, 



252 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

and we are also of tlie opinion that this does not necessarily do violence 
to section seventeen. This transaction, as an entirety, may have been 
a sale of impure pepper under the statute as to the principal, and not as 
to the agent. If the order had been taken, with knowledge on the part 
of the agent of a practice to send impure pepper on such orders, a dif- 
ferent question would be presented. 

The judgment is reversed and a new trial ordered. 

Long, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. ROTTER. 

(Opinion filed June 24, 1902.) 

Food — Oleomargarine Act — Constitutional Law — Statutes — Title — Object. 

1. Public Acts 1901, No. 22, entitled "An act to prevent deception in the manu- 

facture and sale of imitation butter/' which in addition to forbidding sale 
of immitation butter, prohibits sales of colored oleomargarine, is not, on 
that account, open to the objection that the object is not expressed in the 
title, as required by Const. Art. 4, Sec. 20. 

2. The act is not in contravention of the fourteenth amendment of the federal 

constitution. 

3. The act is a valid exercise of the police power. 

Error to circuit court, Emmet county ; Frank Shepard, judge. 

George W. Rotter was convicted of selling colored oleomargarine, and 
brings error. Affirmed. 

Smedley & Corwin, Sears, Meagher & Whitney (James F. Meagher 
and Kay Wood, of counsel), for appellant. 

Horace M. Oren, Attorney General, and Matthew F. Guinon, Prose- 
cuting Attorney, for the people. 

Hooker, 0. J. : At its last session, the legislature passed an act under 
the title, "An act to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of 
imitation butter." Public Acts 1901, No. 22. 

Section 1 of said act provides that: 

"No person, by himself or his agents or servants, shall render or manufacture, 
sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in his possession with intent to sell, 
any article, product or compound made wholly or in part out of any fat, oil or 
oleaginous substance or compound thereof, not produced from unadulterated milk 
or cream from the same, which shall be in imitation of yellow butter produced 
from pure unadulterated milk or cream of the same: Provided, That nothing in 
this act shall be construed to prohibit the manufacture or sale of oleomargarine 
In a separate and distinct form, and in such manner as will advise the con- 
sumer of its real character, free from coloration or ingredient that causes it to 
look like butter." 

Section 2 prescribes a penalty for the violation of the act. 

The defendant was a grocer in Emmet county, and is shown to have 
sold a package of oleomargarine, which by an analysis was proven to 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 253 

have contained artificial coloring matter, and that said oleomargarine 
was not made wholly from unadulterated milk or cream from the same, 
and that it was made in imitation of yellow butter, produced from un- 
adulterated milk or cream from the same. The court was asked to direct 
a verdict of not guilty upon the grounds : 

1st. That the object of the act was not expressed in the title, as re- 
quired by section 20 of article 4 of the constitution of this State; 

2d. That the act violates the fourteenth amendment of the constitu- 
tion of the United States, and article 6, section 32, of the constitution 
of this State ; 

3d. That it was not within the police power of the State. 

The evdience conclusively shows that no deception was used in selling 
the oleomargarine, and there is nothing to indicate that there was any 
harmful ingredient therein, but that, on tlie contrary there was not such 
ingredient. The defendant was convicted, and the case is here on ex- 
ceptions before sentence. 

It is contended that the title to the act indicates that the act was 
designed to prevent deception in the manufacture and sale of imitation 
butter, while the act attempts to go further and prevent all sales of such 
colored oleomargarine. 

If oleomargarine colored yellow, closely resembles yellow butter, made 
from milk or cream, it cannot reasonably be said not to resemble or 
imitate yellow butter. Butter is a well known commodity. From time 
immemorial it has had but one origin, viz. : from the churning of milk 
or cream. Whatever may be said of the possibility of making a product 
from other compounds than milk or cream that shall closely resemble 
or be chemically identical with butter, the world has but one under- 
standing of what is meant by the >vord "butter," and we must assume 
that such is the sense in which our legislature used the term. Compiled 
Laws, Sec. 50, Sub. 1. 

A fair inference from this statute is that the legislature undertook to 
prevent deception, by preventing the sale of any yellow oleomargarine^ 
and it undertook to accomplish this by the most effective means, viz.: 
by prohibiting the coloring of oleomargarine yellow, thereby avoiding the 
embarrassment which would otherwise arise from the necessity of prov- 
ing in each case, that deceit was used in selling it, as and for butter. 
We think this is fairly within the title, whatever must be said of the 
other points raised. We are referred to the case of N. W. Mfg. Co. v. 
Chambers, 58 Mich. 381, 25 N. W. 372, 55 Am. R^p. 693, as conclusive 
upon this question, in which case it is said that "all that could be done 
under such a title would be to prohibit and prevent sale of such articles 
under false pretenses." We are of the opinion that this language is too 
restrictive, and that it is at variance with the settled doctrine in this 
State, that any provision, naturally calculated to accomplish the object 
expressed in the title may be included in the act. 

See: 

Soukup v. VanDyke, 109 Mich., 681. 

People v. Worden Grocer Co., 118 Mich., 607. 

The case cited was rightly disposed of upon another ground, and it is 
possible that the language above quoted should be considered a dictum. 
Moreover, the cases are distinguishable for whereas, that act attempted 
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to prevent all sales of imitation butter, and was therefore perhaps in- 
consistent with the title, which apparently contemplated lawful sales, 
the statute under consideration in the present case, does not prohibit 
Hales of oleomargarine, which is not tainted with the prohibited in- 
gredients. 

It is unnecessary to discuss the other points at length for the reason 
that the uniform trend of judicial opinions is that such laws are valid : 

State V. Meyers, 42 W. Va. 825; 35 L. R. A. 844. 

New Hampshire y. Marshall, I. L. R. A. 51. 

Powell V. Penna, 127, U. S. 678. 

People V. Armsberg, 105 N. Y. 113. 

Butler y. Chambers, 36 Minn. 69. 

People V. Worden Grocer Co., 118 Mich. 604. 

People V. Armsberg, 105 N. Y. 123. 

State V. Crescent Creamery Co., 86 N. W. 107. 

State y. BaU, 46 Atl. Rep. 50. 

Commonwealth y. VanDyke, 13 Pa. Sup. Ct. Rep. 484. 

Commonwealth y. McCann, 14 Pa. Supt. Ct. Rep. 221. 

Armour Packing Co. y. Snyder, 84 Fed. Rep. 136. 

Cap. City Dairy Co. y. State, 22 Sup. Ct. Rep. 120. 

Wright y. State, 41 Atl Rep. 795. 

We are of the opinion that the legislature had the power to pass this 
law, and its wisdom of polic}' is not for our consideration. 

The judgment is affirmed and the court directed to sentence the de- 
fendant. 

Long, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE y. PHILLIPS. 

(Opinion filed Sept. 17, 1902.) 

Food — Adulteration — Statutes — Oleomargarine — Yellow Butter. 

1. The phrase "yellow butter," is used in Act No. 22, Acts 1901, making it an 
offense to sell or offer for sale oleomargarine colored in imitation of "yel- 
low butter'* made from pure milk or cream, of the same, means any butter 
produced from pure milk or cream thereof haying a "perceptible shade" 
of yellow. 

Error to circuit court, Kalamazoo county; John W. Adams, Judge. 

John W. Phillips was convicted of selling oleomargarine, in violation 
of Act No. 22, Acts 1001, and he brings error. Affirmed. 

Frank E. Knapi)en and E. M. Irish, for appellant. 

Sheridan F. Master, Prosecuting Attorney, and Dallas Boudeman, 
for tlie people. 

Moore, J. : The respondent was convicted of having on hand with in- 
tent to sell, and offering for sale oleomargarine, colored in imitation of 
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yellow butter, contrary to the provisions of Act No. 22 of tKe legislature, 
passed at the session of 1001. 

It is claimed by respondent this law is unconstitutional and is an in- 
valid law. That question was decided in the very recent case of People 
V. Kotter, against the contention of respondent, and need not be dis- 
cussed here. It is urged as a matter of defense, and we quote from the 
brief of counsel, ''that the statute is only aimed against the imitation of 
a substance which the legislature recognizes as yellow butter, and 

1. The court should take judicial notice that all butter with a trace 
of yellow in it is not the yellow butter of commerce. 

2. That if this is not true as a proposition of judicial -notice, and the 
court cannot know it, then the respondent should have been allowed 
to prove, if he could, that there was such a usage of commerce. 

3. That the statute is vague and indefinite in not defining the ele- 
ments of the statutory crime it attempts to carve out of an act innocent 
per se, in that it gives no standard for determining what the color of 
yellow butter is that is not to be imitated." 

The trial judge charged the jury upon that branch of the case as 
follows : 

"It is not necessary in this case for the people to have proved that the re- 
spondent himself colored the oleomargarine if you find beyond a reasonable doubt 
that it was colored. The offense is just as complete, so far as this is concerned, 
if the respondent purchased oleomargarine colored, as above indicated. The 
oftense as above stated consists of having the oleomargarine colored as before 
indicated, in his possession, with intent to sell the same, or in exposing it for 
sale; and if the respondent sold it in the same condition as he bought it, there 
would be no defense in this case. The respondent, gentlemen of the jury, is not 
charged in this information with selling this article; and if you find beyond a 
reasonable doubt he sold it as claimed by the people in the testimony offered, you 
may consider this fact on the question of whether respondent had or did not 
have the article in his possession for the purpose of selling it. And you must 
not consider it for any other purpose. If you find beyond a reasonable doubt 
that respondent did sell the article mentioned in the information to the parties 
claimed by the people, that would satisfy the statute upon the question of intent 
to sell. It is not necessary in this case to entitle the people to a conviction, that 
the oleomargarine should have been colored to represent any particular kind of 
yellow butter. That is such yellow butter as the statute mentions, and as I have 
indicated to you the statute mentions. If the coloring was put into it, and by 
using such coloring the oleomargarine was in imitation of light yellow butter, 
such as the statute mentions, that is yellow butter produced from pure, unadulter- 
ated milk or cream from the same, the offense is committed just the same, as if 
it had been colored to represent darker yellow butter. If you find it to have 
been oleomargarine and was colored in such a manner as to be in imitation of^ 
any kind of yellow butter, that would satisfy the statute upon the requirement' 
of the question of color. Yellow butter I define to be any butter produced from 
pure, unadulterated milk or cream of the same having a yellow color. 

"It is necessary in order for the jury to convict the respondent, for you to 
find beyond all reasonable doubt that the article in the package sold was colored 
in imitation of yellow butter produced from pure, unadulterated milk or cream of 
the same. If you find beyond a reasonable doubt under the testimony in this 
case that there was some coloring matter in this article still if you find that 
there was not enough coloring matter in this article to cause it to look like 
yellow butter having a perceptible shade of yellow, said butter having been pro- 
duced from unadulterated milk, or cream from the same, then you must acquit. 
But if you find beyond a reasonable doubt there was coloring matter in said 
article and sufficient coloring matter in said article and sufficient coloring matter 
therein to make it look like yellow butter, having any perceptible shade of yel- 
low, said butter having been made from unadulterated milk or cream from the 
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same, that would be sufficient so far as the requirement of the statute upon the 
question of coloration is concerned." 

We thiuk this was a proper construction of the language used in 
the statute. 

The conviction is aflfirmed and the case remanded for further proceed- 
ings. 

Long, J., did not sit. The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. JENNINGS. 

(Opinion filed April 7, 1903.) 

Adulteration of Food — Omission of Ingredients — Coloring Matter — Remarks of 

Court. 

1. There not having been incorporated in the pure food law of 1895 (Public 

Acts of 1895, p. 358, No. 193), any specific formula for the manufacture of 
lemon extract, it is proper to resort to the United States Pharmacopoeia 
formula to determine of what lemon extract consists. 

2. The pure food law of 1895 (Public Acts of 1895, p. 358, No. 193), is not in- 

tended to prevent manufacturers of articles of food from improving the 
same, so long as no infringement of the law or spirit of the act defining 
adulteration takes place. 

3. The provisions of Comp. Laws, Sec. 5012, that an article shall be deemed 

adulterated, "second, if any inferior or cheaper substance or subatances 
have been substituted wholly or in part for it; third, if any valuable or 
necessary constituent or ingredient has been wholly or in part abstracted 
from it" — should be read together, and the provision first recited con- 
strued as prohibiting the substitution for an essential ingredient of any 
cheaper or inferior substances. 

4. Comp. Laws, Sec. 5012, declaring that an article shall be deemed adulterated, 

"sixth, if it is colored ♦ ♦ ♦ whereby damage or inferiority Is con- 
cealed, or if by any means it is made to appear better or of greater value 
than it really is," does not preclude the use of coloring matter not in- 
jurious to health in any way. 

5. It is improper for the court to refer to expect testimony as "boughten testi- 

mony." 

Exceptions from circuit court, Muskegon county; Fred J. Russell, 
judge. 

Charles W. Jennings was convicted of violating the pure food law, 
and brings exceptions. Reversed. 

Charles A. Blair, Attorney General, and Charles B. Cross, Prosecuting 
Attorney, (Cross, Lovelace and Ross, of counsel), for the people. 

Knappen, Kleinhans & Knapi)en and L. N. Keating, for defendant. 

!^^ontgolnery, J. This is a prosecution under the Pure Food Law, so 
called. The defendant was convicted under an information charging him 
with selling a compound as a lemon extract which was adulterated with- 
in the meaning of Act No. 103, P. A. 1895, and was a compound in imita- 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 257 

tion of extract of lemon. The respondent was convicted and brings the 
case up on exceptions before sentence. 

The evidence on the trial introduced bv the defendant tended to show 
that lemon oil contains from three to ten per cent citral, so called, and 
upwards of ninety per cent of so called turpenes; that these turpenes 
represent the oil property; that they are in reality the oil itself freed 
from the citral ; that citral is the principal flavoring and odor-bearing 
property of lemon oil ; that the tendency of turi)enes in the oil of lemon 
is to deteriorate or become rancid by long standing, and that because of 
this the extract of spirits of lemon in which turpenes appear in usual 
quantities become turpentiney, both in smell and taste, and that for this 
reason it is undesirable to have turpenes present ; that the turj)enes have 
a biting taste, easily developing a turpentine taste, not the true flavor 
of the lemon fruit. There was also testimony tending to show that this 
fact credited a demand for turi)enless oils and that turpenless lemon oils 
had been manufactured and sold commerciallv for a considerable time. 

On the part of the prosecution the testimony of the chemist of the 
Pure Food Department was to the effect that taking as a standard of 
extract of lemon the spirits of lemon as defined by the United States 
Pharmacopoeia formula that the extract produced by the respondent 
showed no lemon oil present. It further appears that sj)irits of lemon 
made according to the pharmacopoeia formula would contain from 
25-100 to iio-lOO of one per cent of citral. It also appeared that l\0 \)er 
cent of alcohol appeared in the product made by respondent, and that 
according to the pharmacopoeia formula 80 per cent was used, and that 
it cost less to make the extract using but l\0 per cent of alcohol than if 
80 per cent was used. It was also shown that a trace of coal tar dye was 
found in the extract made by respondent, but it was conceded that there 
was nothing whatever injurious in the extract as prepared by Mr. Jen- 
nings. The extract sold by respondent was made by what is known as 
the shaking out process, the purpose being to make an extract that con- 
tains no oil and as little alcohol as possible, a product that simi)ly con- 
tains the flavoring properties of the lemon oil without the tnrpenes. This 
system has been employed by Mr. Jennings and by other numufacturers 
for the past three years; and it is claimed that all the elements and 
properties of lemon oil remained except the turpenes, and the testimony 
tended to show that the complete flavoring qualities are extracted by 
this process. 

The circuit judge charged the jury as follows: 

"In 1895 the Legislature of this State, thought it wise to pass a law relative 
to the adulterations of food and food products. Perhaps there may have been 
some amendments since that time, but that was the foundation of the law. That 
law covers lemon extract as it covers all other products that are sold on the 
market. It seems at the time the law was passed and since that time there 
hasn't been — there isn't incorporated within that law any special formula for 
the manufacture of lemon extract. Now, we- can hardly say, gentlemen of the 
Jury, that at the time of the passage of that law that the Legislature didn't have 
some recognized and defined standard by which these essences or extracts should 
be governed or controlled. I think it would be hardly fair to the Legislature 
to claim that there wasn't a standard they had in their mind at that time, and 
for the purposes of this case I will instruct you gentlemen, that at that time and 
at this time this standard that appears here in the United States Pharmacopoeia 
is the standard recognized by the legislators of this State and the one to which — 
the one that is in force so far as it applies to the pure Food Law of this State 

33 
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with reference to that particular product. And if this lemon extract is mann- 
factured in conflict with that formula as I shall hereafter call your attention to 
it, and you should find from the evidence, why it would be your duty to convict 
the defendant here. 

"By that formula it appears that it is necessary to have five per cent of lemon 
oil in the lemon extract and that lemon oil shall be cut by a sufficient quantity 
of alcohol to perform that act. Of course, you know that that means in com- 
mon parlance it should dissolve the oil. In addition to that, as the evidence 
tends to show in this case, after those things are put together, the fluid,- what- 
ever it might be, would be nearly the color of water. As coloring there may be 
or should be Ave per cent of lemon rind, and those ingredients when added to- 
gether would be lemon extract, and that, gentlemen, will be the standard as ap- 
plied to the Pure Food Law of this State. Now, gentlemen, I don't mean by that 
statement that lemon extract cannot be manufactured by any other process ex- 
cept by that to which I have called your attention. I don't mean that. It is the 
claim of the defendant here that he has discovered a process by which he can 
manufacture lemon extract containing all of the qualities that lemon extract 
manufactured according to that formula would possess and not have entirely all 
of the ingredients in the first instance that are provided in the formula. And 
as I view this case, gentlemen, that is one of the important propositions in con- 
nection with this case — that, and the question of coloring — in the Judgment of 
the court is the case, and that all of the testimony in the case here revolves itself 
about those two propositions. 

"It is the claim of the defendant, as I say, he has discovered a process by 
which he can produce in this lemon extract all the qualities that would be pro- 
duced by adding alcohol and lemon oil together, and that manufacturing it by 
that means he produces it chemically by taking a larger quantity of lemon 
oil and extracting certain parts of it. Now, gentlemen, if you find and are 
satisfied by the evidence in this case that after this lemon extract was manu* 
factured as defendant here claims he did manufacture it possesses all the qualities 
in strength and otherwise that it would possess if manufactured according to 
this formula, he is not guilty under this law. That is, he is not guilty of manu- 
facturing an impure article, unless there are certain other articles that enter 
into the case to which I call your attention. As I say, in the first instance, it 
is claimed that according to the formula it should be alcohol and five per cent 
of lemon oil. Now if by some other process he can manufacture from the lemon 
oil and alcohol a product that would contain all of the elements that these 
two elements would contain if so mixed, he would not be guilty sb far that would 
be lemon extract except the color of it. 

"It is conceded here by all parties in interest, I think, that the only object 
of the lemon peal is to produce coloring. But there is another element to which 
the prosecuting attorney, has called our attention. The evidence tends to show, 
gentlemen, that if this product is produced as claimed here on the part of the 
defendant, that after production by this process that the product will be nearly 
white. As I say, if it contained all of the elements of lemon extract, I don't 
think he would be guilty under this law, and if you are so satisfied, of course, 
at that point It would be your duty to find a verdict of not guilty unless there 
is some other matter in which he has violated this law. 

"There is another provision of this Pure Food Law that provides that ingredi- 
ents shall not be colored. In this case it appears that after this fluid substance 
is produced which he claims is Just the same as produced under this formula, 
that he desires to change it to a lemon color. In other words, he puts in an in- 
gredient which he claims would produce the same effect as this lemon rind. 
What is the object, gentlemen, or what was the object of Mr. Jennings adding 
this color? If the object was by any means to make it appear better or of 
greater value than it really is; if that was the object in adding that product, of 
course it is your duty without any question to flnd this defendant guilty, because 
he hadn't any right to add that kind of a product or any other kind of a product 
to this fluid which he had produced and sell it for lemon extract, because that is 
a direct violation of one of the provisions of this Pure Food Law." 

We think this charge presents fairly three questions for consideration : 
First, whether the pharmacopoeia formula is to be considered as defin- 
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ing lemon extract; second, if so, whether an omission of ingredients not 
essential to its purposes as a food product is a violation of the statute; 
ihird, whether the instruction relative to the addition of coloring matter 
should be sustained. 

The statute defining what shall be deemed adulteration, so far as it 
relates to this case, declares that an article shall be deemed adulterated 
when: "First, if any substance or substances have been mixed with it, 
so as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its quality, strength or 
purity; second, if any inferior or cheaper substance or substances have 
been substituted wholly or in part for it ; third, if any valuable or neces- 
sary constituent or ingredient has been wholly or in part abstracted from 
it; fourth, if it is in imitation of, or is sold under the name of another 
article; » » » sixth, if it is colored, coated, polished or powdered 
whereby damage or inferiority is concealed, or if by any means it is made 
to appear better or of greater value than it really is ; seventh, if it con- 
tains any added substance or ingredient which is poisonous or injurious 
to health." Compiled Laws, Sec. 5012. 

We are agreed with the circuit judge that in referring to articles of 
food and to protect the users thereof the legislature must have had in 
view some standard, and as lemon essence or lemon extract had therefore 
acquired a well-defined meaning we incline to the view that it is proper 
to resort to the pharmacopoeia formula for the purpose of determining 
what lemon extract consists of. Does it follow from this that the legis- 
lature intended to prohibit improvement in the manufacture of lemon 
extract? If a means should be discovered by which a larger percentage 
of the flavoring quantity of the lemon might be extracted would it be 
an infraction of this law that the manufacturer should use such larger 
proportion of the essential ingredient of the lemon extract? We think 
not. We think it is open to manufacturers to improve a common article 
of food so long as no infringement of the law or spirit of the act defin- 
ing what shall be deemed adulteration takes place. According to the 
proofs offei*ed by the defendant it is very clear in the present case no 
substances have been mixed with this extract so as to lower or depreciate 
or injuriously affect its quality, strength or purity. 

As to the second condition which amounts to adulteration the case is 
not so clear. This provides that if any inferior or cheaper substance or 
substances have been substituted wholly or in part for it, that it shall 
amount to adulteration. We think, however, this provision should be 
I'ead in connection with the succeeding one, to-wit : "If any valuable or 
necessary constituent or ingredient has been wholly or in part abstracted 
from it." So construed the provision prohibiting the substitution of any 
inferior or cheaper substance, wholly or in part, for it means the sub- 
stitution for an essential ingredient of such cheaper or inferior sub- 
stance. Now if it be a fact, as the testimony on the part of the respondent 
tends to show, that it is a positive advantage to exclude the turpene 
wholly from the extract and to lessen the quantity of alcohol used, then 
the essential ingredients of lemon extract have not had substituted for 
tJhem anything inferior or cheaper. We are aware that this view of the 
law mav make it more diflScult to establish the individual case, but as 
the statute is a penal statute it should receive a strict construction. 

It follows from the views above expressed that the instruction of the 
learned circuit judge was erroneous inasmuch 'ai \ihe jury were told in 
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effect that if any ingredient of lemon essence as defined by the pharma- 
copoeia was wanting in this extract sold by the respondent that there 
should be a conviction. We think the instruction should have been that 
if the lemon extract sold by respondent contained all the ingredients 
and in quantities such as prescribed by the pharmacopoeia which are 
adapted to use as a food, and that nothing was eliminated except such 
ingredients as could be dispensed with without injury to the product 
as a food product there was no violation of the statute. 

The only other provision of the statute involved is the sixth, which iu 
effect prohibits coloring the article produced whereby damage or inferi- 
ority is concealed. The instruction upon this branch of the law was also 
erroneous if we are correct in our view of the main question. The elim- 
ination of non-essential ingredients from the extract certainly does not 
show damage or inferiority, and as the conceded facts are that the col- 
oring matter employed was not injurious to health in any way this pro- 
vision has no application. 

The other questions discussed do not require special mention. It may 
be noted in passing that the circuit judge in referring to the testimony 
of expert witnesses spoke of it as boughten testimony. We think this 
expression was unfortunate. While it is proper for the jury to take 
into account the fact that expert witnesses are employed at an extra 
compensation paid them, the implication that the extra compensation 
necessarily amounts to a purchase of their testimony is hardly war- 
ranted; while the jury may consider this fact as bearing on their cred- 
ibility, it is not proper that the court should intimate an opinion of that 
character. 

The judgment should be reversed, and a new trial ordered. 

The other justices concurred. 



BENNETT v. CARR. 

(Opinion filed July 14, 1903.) 

Pure Pood Law, Act 22, P. A. 1901, Construed — Sale of Yellow Oleomargarine. 

Act No. 22 of the Public Acts of 1901 prohibiting the sale of oleomargarine 
except where it is "free from coloration or ingredient that causes it to look like 
butter," does not prohibit the sale of oleomargarine whose color is natural, 
genuine, and not an imitation, and the ingredients themselves naturally produce 
the color. 

The term "Ingredient," used in Act 22, Public Acts of 1901, does not refer to 
the ingredients essential to produce the article as defined by the legislature, 
but to an ingredient used to produce color. 

Certiorari to the Circuit Court for Muskegon county, Fred J. Russell, 
judge to review an order denying the petition of John R. Bennett for 
mandamus to compel John M. Carr to issue a warrant. Order affirmed. 

Charles A. Blair, Attorney General, and Cross, Lovelace and Ross, for 
relator and appellant. . 

Smith, Nims, Hoyt ivm\ Erwin for defendant and appellee. 
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Grant, J. : Relator is an inspector of the State Food and Dairy De- 
partment. On the 24th day of February lOO.*], he made complaint before 
the defendant, a justice of the peace of the county of Muskegon, charg- 
ing one Martin Aamondt with having sold one pound of oleomargarine 
contrary to Act No. 22 of the Public Acts of 1901. The respondent re- 
fused to entertain the complaint and issue warrant, on the ground 
that the complaint stated no otfense under the provisions of said act, 
and that said act is unconstitutional and void. Relator thereui>on ap- 
plied to the circuit court for the county of Muskegon for the writ of 
mandamus to compel the respondent to issue said warrant, and proceed 
with the examination. The circuit court sustained the action of the 
resi>ondent, and the case is now before us for review upon certiorari. 

The statute in question reads as follows : 

"Section 1. No person, by himself or his agents, or servants, shall render 
or mjanufacture, sell, offer for sale, expose for sale, or have in his possession 
with intent to sell, any article, product or compound made wholly or in part out 
of any fat, oil, or oleaginous substance or compound thereof, not produced from 
unadulterated milk or cream from the same, which shall be in imitation of 
yellow butter produced from pure unadulterated milk or cream of the same: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the manufac- 
ture or sale of oleomargarine in a separate and distinct form, and in such manner 
as will advise the consumer of its real character, free from coloration or in- 
gredient that causes it to look like butter." The complaint charges Mr. Aamondt 
with unlawfully selling one pound of oleomargarine "made wholly or in part of 
fat, oil, or oleaginous substance or compound thereof, as follows, to wit: 

Water 11 . 75 .per cent 

Butter fat 1.34 per cent 

Beef fat, lard and cottonseed oil 79 . 24 per cent 

Salt and other mineral matter 4.54 per cent 

Curd 3.13 per cent 

Said article, product or compound' not being then and there butter 
produced from unadulterated milk or cream from the same, and being 
then and there in imitation of yellow butter produced from unadulter- 
ated milk or cream from the same, and not being then and there oleo- 
margarine in a separate and distinct form and in such manner as would 
advise the consumer of its real character, free from coloration or ingre- 
dient that would cause it to look like butter, but that the said oleomar- 
garine was then and there of a yellow color in imitation of butter, said 
color not being then and there produced by the addition of any artificial 
coloring matter, but said color being produced solely by the said ingre- 
dients therein contained, the said ingredients hereinbefore set forth, 
having been selected and used in the manufacture of said oleomargarine 
in such manner and in such quantities and proportion as to produce the 
oleomargarine that was then and there in imitation of yellow butter 
produced from the unadulterated milk or cream from the same, contrary 
to the form of the statute," etc. 

The oleomargarine so purchased was manufact-ured in the city of Chi- 
cago, state of Illinois, by one Moxley, a resident of said city, and was 
sold by said Moxley to said Aamondt in the usual course of trade, and by 
said Aamondt was sold in the usual course of retail trade, in the same 
form and condition and in the original package, in which it was received 
bv Aamondt from Moxley. 
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It is conceded that this oleomargarine has a yellow color similar to 
butter, but the color is not produced by any artificial coloring substance 
or ingredient used for the purpose of coloration, but is produced solely 
by the selection and use, in proper proportions, of the substantial, recog- 
nized, legal and necessary ingredients of commercial oleomargarine. 

Does the complaint state an offense covered by the statute? The 
answer depends upon the construction to be given to the statute. The 
relator contends that the statute covers all products which look like 
yellow butter, and that it is immaterial whether such color is produced 
by some ingredient introduced for the purpose of causing the product to 
look like butter, or whether such color is produced by authorized and 
legal constituent food ingredients. The respondent contends that the 
statute is aimed only at the use of ingredients used solely for the pur- 
pose of producing the yellow color, and does not prevent the manufac- 
ture of an article whose color is natural, genuine and not an imitation. 
Penal statutes must be construed strictly and cannot be extended by 
construction beyond the intent of the act as expressed on its face. ' The 
conditions existing at the time the statute was enacted, and the mischief 
to be remedied, are important factors in construing penal statutes. Two 
acts covering the same subject must be construed as in pari materia^ 
and, if possible, effect given to both. These are elementary rules of con- 
struction. At the time the statute in question was enacted the only 
method in use in causing oleomargarine to look like yellow butter was 
the introduction of some extraneous coloring matter. This was the mis- 
chief to be remedied. We clearly so understood in People v. Rotter, 9 
D. L. N. 284 ; 91 N. W. Rep. 167, where, speaking through Chief Justice 
Hooker, we said of this statute: "The statute under consideration * 
• * does not prohibit sales of oleomargarine which is not tainted with 
the prohibited ingredient." 

See also People v. PhiUips, 9 Id. 393 ; 91 N. W. Rep. 616. 

The legislature has defined oleomargarine which may be manufactured 
and sold in this state. Sec. 6, Act No. 147, Public Acts of 1899. It is 
conceded that the respondent has complied with this act. If we give the 
enlarged construction to the statute now in question, as urged by the 
relator, it follows that the legislature has prohibited the manufacture 
and sale of a valuable article of food, the natural color of which resem- 
bles yellow butter (itself almost universally colored by extraneous mat- 
ter.) The manufacturer of such a product, if he sold it at all, would be 
compelled to introduce some coloring matter so as to make it look unlike 
the vellow butter of commerce. These two statutes must be construed 
together. The article sold by the respondent is clearly authorized by the 
first act. The latter act does not in terms prohibit its sale and manufact- 
ure. It does prohibit the use of any substance for the sole purpose of 
producing yellow color. The use of such coloring matter was the sole 
niiflchief then known to exist, and the only danger to be apprehended and 
guarded against. 

A similar statute was passed in New Jersey, and the like contention 
was made to support a conviction, and the court said : ^*To construe the 
statute so broadly would render it practically prohibitive of the sale of 
all oleomargarine; for, of course, the compound must derive color from 
its ingredients, and such a prohibition has manifestly not been de- 
clared." 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 203 

Ammon v. Newton, 14 At. Rep. 610; 60 N. J. 648. 

McCann y. Commonwealth, 48 At. Rep. 470; 198 P. A. St. 509. 

Our statute is copied verbatim from that of Massachusetts. The 
supreme court of that state, iu a case just decided, has held that the 
statute applies only to extraneous substances or ingredients which cause 
the product to look like butter, and not to cases where the ingredients 
themselves naturally produce the color. 

Commonwealth v. Hlmberg, 



The Supreme Court of the United States so held in regard to the same 
statute. 

Plumley v. Commonwealth, 165 IT. S. 461. 

The term "ingredient," used in the statute, does not refer to the ingre- 
dients essential to produce the article as defined by the legislature, but 
to an ingredient used to produce color. The maxim noscitur a sociis 
applies. 

Under this disposition of the case it becomes unnecessary to discuss 
any constitutional question. 

The order is affirmed. 

The other justices concurred. 



PEOPLE V. HARRIS, 

(Opinion filed December 1, 1903.) 

Food — Com Syrups — Glucose. 

1. Public Acts 1903, No. 123 forbids the sale of cane syrup or beet syrup mixed 
with glucose, unless the package containing the same be distinctly branded 
"Glucose Mixture*" or "Corn Syrup," with the name and percentage of each 
ingredient contained therein plainly stamped thereon. Held, That a sale 
of syrup made of 90 per cent pure corn syrup and 10 per cent cane syrup, 
labeled "Victor Com Syrup," and truthfully stating the ingredients compos- 
ing it, is not in violation of the statute, in that it is not branded "Glu- 
cose, 90 per cent., and cane syrup 10 per cent." 

Exceptions from circuit court, Kent county; Willis B. Perkins, Judge. 

Benjamin S. Harris was convicted of violating the "Act in relation to 
the sale of corn syrup" and brings exceptions. Reversed. 

Respondent was prosecuted and convicted for a violation of Act No. 
123 of the Public Acts of 1903, entitled, "An act in relation to the sale of 
com syrup," and reading as follows : 

"Sec. 1. No person shall offer or expose for sale, have in his possession with 
intent to sell, any cane syrup, beet syrup, or glucose, unless the barrel, cask, keg, 
can, pail or package containing the same be distinctly branded or labeled with the 
true and appropriate name; nor shall any person offer or expose for sale, have 
in his possession with intent to sell, or sell any cane syrup or beet syrup mixed 
with glucose unless the barrel, cask, keg, can, pail or package containing the same 
be distinctly branded or labeled 'Glucose Mixture' or 'Corn Syrup' in plain Gothic 
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type not less than three-eights of an inch square, with the name and percentage 
by weight of each ingredient contained therein plainly stamped, branded or 
stinciled on each package in plain Gothic letters not less than one-quarter of an 
inch square. Each and every package of syrup either simple or mixed shall 
bear the name and address of the manufacturer. Such mixture or syrups shall 
have no other designation or brand than herein required that represents or is 
the name of any article which contains a saccharine substance; and all brands 
or labels required shall be an inseparable part of the general or distinguish- 
ing label, and that the general or distinguishing label shall be that principal 
and conspicuous sign under which it is sold. 

"Sec. 2. Whoever shall do any of the acts or things prohibited, or neglect or 
refuse to do any of the acts or things required by this act or in any way violate 
any of the provisions, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be 
punished by a fine not less than twenty-five dollars nor more than one hundred 
dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for a period of not less than thirty 
days nor more than ninety days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the 
discretion of the court." 

The complaint charges him with the unlawful sale of "a two-pound 
can, two pounds, of a certain article, product and compound, to-wit: 
corn syrup, so-called, made wholly or in part of cane syrup and glucose 
as follows, to-wit: Cane syrup ten per cent, and glucose ninety i>er cent, 
said can containing said article, product and compound sold as aforesaid 
not being then and there stamped, branded or stenciled with the name 
and percentage by weight of each ingredient contained therein, to-wit: 
cane syrup ten per cent, glucose ninety per cent: but vsaid article, prod- 
uct and compound sold as aforesaid was then and there stamped and 
branded as follows, to-wit: ^Cane syrup ten per cent, corn syrup ninety 
per ceent,' against the form of the statute in such case made and pro- 
vided, and against the peace and dignity of the people of the State of 
Michigan." 

Respondent moved to quash the complaint and warrant for two rea- 
sons: (1) they charged no offense; (2) the act authorizes the use of the 
words ^*Corn Syrup," instead of Glucose in the statement of the ingre- 
dients placed upon the can. The motion was overruled and the case pro- 
ceeded to trial upon the following agreed facts : 

1. The respondent sold upon October 12, 1903, at the city of Grand 
Rapids, Michigan, the can of Victor Corn Syrup in question. 

2. Tlie label on said can of syrup sold, as stated in the complaint, con- 
tains the formula of contents of said can as follows: "Corn syrup, 
ninety per cent; cane syrup, ten per cent;" and is not branded or labeled 
as the people claim it should be, "Glucose, ninety per cent ; Cane Syrup, 
ten per cent." 

3. The Victor Corn Syrup in question is in fact composed of ninety 
])er cent syrup made from corn, commercially called Glucose or Corn 
Syrup, and ten per cent of cane syrup. 

4. Glcose contained in the Victor Corn Syrup in question is in fact a 
j»ure syrup made entirely from corn. 

5. Grape Sugar commercially known as Glucose, either solid or 
liquid, is a generic name for starch sugar as distinguished from the cane 
^ugar. 

(J. A simple beet syrup is evidently the same as the simple cane vsyrup. 

7. Originally, Glucose, which was first made from grapes, was, for 

the reason that starch sugars are identical with the sweet principle of 
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grapes, termed, for a great many years, aud until lately was known ehem- 
icallj- and commercially as Grape Sugar. 

8. Commercially, (ilucose is now made in this country entirely from 
corn, although abroad it is still made from potatoes. 

9. The consuming public does not understand that Glucose is a syrup 
made entirely from corn. On the contrary, it is claimed by the respond- 
ent that the public generally su])poses Glucose to be an inferior product 
made from animal fat, or a product of the glue factory, while they do 
recognize corn syrup as being made from corn. 

10. Glucose as made from corn and contained in Victor Corn Syrup 
in question, is entirely harmless and recognized generally by highest 
authorities as a valuable food product. 

11. Glucose made from corn, in fact, costs at the present time, owing 
partially to cost of raw material, more to produce, and sells for more in 
the markets, than manufactured cane syrup. 

The court directed a verdict of guilty. 

Grant, J.: Does the statue require respondent or manufacturers to 
state upon their labels that corn syrup consists of ninety per cent glu- 
cose? No such statute has come under the decision of other courts. It 
is a new question, and must be determined upon general principles of 
construction. 

It is conceited that the label states the exact facts ; that the article is 
made of ninety per cent pure corn syrup and ten per cent cane syrup; 
that it deceives no one; that Victor Corn Syrup is a valuable and pure 
article of food, and that the ingredient ninety per cent corn syrup "is 
entirely harmless, and recognized generally by the highest authority as 
a valuable food product," whether it be called glucose or corn syrup. 
The term "Glucose" is obnoxious to many, if not a majority, of the pub- 
lic, and is misunderstood bv them. They do not know that in this coun- 
try glucose is now made entirely from corn, and that the terms glucose 
and corn syrup are commercially synonymous. This fact is known to 
the manufacturers and perhaps the dealers. A prejudice exists against 
the term "glucose" because that material can be manufactured from 
many substances, including sawdust. In Europe it is made mainly of 
potatoes. By many it is associated with a glue factory. In this country 
corn syrup and glucose are not only commercially synonymous terms, 
but it is stated by counsel for respondent that they are permitted to be 
so used in all the other states. We have not verified this statement, but 
as it is not challenged we assume it to be correct. 

We have, therefore, a valuable and healthful product, made from two 
inire, valuable and healthful ingi'edients, advertised and placed upon the 
markets for what it really is, without any deception, fraud or chance to 
injure the public in any way. Yet the contention on the behalf of the 
])eople is that the legislature has enacted that in putting this product 
upon the market its manufacturers and sellers must attach to it a name 
obnoxious to the public, and, in 'fact, calculated to decive them. When 
it is claimed that such innocent acts are made malum prohibitum, there 
must be either an express provision of the statute so declaring, or the 
language of the statute must leave no other conclusion reasonable. This 
statute does not expressly require it. 

The argument on behalf of the people in "that glucose made from corn 
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is glucose, the simple syrup mentioned in and intended to be mentioned 
in said act." The further claim is "that had there been any intention on 
the part of the legislature to use the terms 'glucose' and *corn syrup' 
interchangeably and as synonymous then the term 'corn syrup' would 
have been enumerated as one of the simple syrups." We do not think 
this reasoning at all conclusive. Prior to the enactment of this statute 
the law prohibited the sale of molasses, syrup or glucose unless dis- 
tinctly branded or labeled with its true and appropriate name, — or any 
mixture thereof, unless it was branded or labeled "glucose mixture," and 
the per cent in which glucose entered into its composition. C. L., Sec- 
524. The persent act which repeals the provisions of the former act ex- 
pressly permits the mixture to be labeled "glucose mixture," or "corn 
syrup," and forbids mixtures of syrups to have any other designation 
than required in the act so far as such designation "represents or is the 
name of any article which contains saccharine substance." It is a fair 
presumtion that the legislature, in enacting this law, recognized the ob- 
noxious character of the term "glucose" among the people, and permit- 
ted, and intended to permit, a mixture of corn syrup and cane syrup to 
be sold under the name of Corn Syrup. The title to the act provides for 
the sale of corn syrup, and in its body provides that when cane syrup is 
mixed with it, the manufacturers and dealers shall state the proportion- 
ate ingredients. The smaller amount of cane syrup used does not change 
the character of the general product, any more than salt changes the 
character of bread, or, sugar that of cake, and the act permits the sale of 
the mixture as com syrup. Syrup, as defined by the United States De- 
partment of Agriculture, "is the product obtained by purifying and evap- 
orating the juice of a sugar producing plant without removing any of 
the sugar." Syrup thus obtained from cane is cane syrup ; syrup so ob- 
tained from sorghum is sorghum syrup, and syrup so obtained from com 
is corn syrup. There is no reason why corn syrup should be labeled glu- 
cose, and until the legislature have so ordered in language susceptible 
of no other construction, the law must be held not to bear that construc- 
tion. 

Conviction reversed, and respondent discharged. 

Hooker, C. J., took no part in the decision. The other justices con- 
curred. 



PEOPLE V. HINSHAW. 

(Opinion filed January 5, 1904.) 

Pure Food Law — Adulterated with Harmless Ingredients — Act 193, P. A. 1895, 

construed. 

The coloration of "Extract of Vanilla" with any substance to give it the appear- 
ance of greater strength is a violation of the pure food law, even though such 
coloring matter Is harmless. 

Act 193, P. A. 1805, as amended by Act 118, P. A. 1807, held constitu- 
tional. 
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Error to the circuit court for Saginaw county ; B. A. Snow, judge. 
Appeal of Emory H. Hinshaw from a conviction under the pure food 
law. Affirmed. 

Charles A. Blair, Attorney General, and Frank A. Rockwith, Jr., and 
C. M. Browne, for the people. 
Eugene Wilber for respondent and appellant. 

Respondent was prosecuted and convicted of the unlawful sale of 
"Extract of Vanilla, which was then and there adulterated within the 
meaning of act number 193 of the Public Acts of the State of Michigan 
of the year 1895, as amended by act number 118 of the Public Acts of 
1897, in this, towit; That said extract of Vanilla was colored by the 
addition of a foreign coloring matter, towit: coal tar dye, whereby its 
inferiority was concealed, and whereby said Extract of Vanilla was made 
to appear better and of greater value than it really was." 

Two errors are assigned. — (1) that the court erred in instructing the 
jury; (2) that the act is unconstitutional as repugnant to the Four- 
teenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States. 

Grant, J. : I. The instruction complained of is as follows : 



t*^ 



'Now before the inferior! ity of an article can be concealed it must be neces- 
sarily first ascertained as to whether or not there is an inferiority in the article. 
If it is an inferior article and that Inferiority Is concealed by reason of the addi- 
tion of foreign substance in this vanilla, and you are satisfied from the proof 
beyond a reasonable doubt of the fact, then he would be guilty, although he 
had no knowledge as to the foreign substance being in the bottle.' 



ff 



It appears that no such claim was made on behalf of respondent upon 
the trial ; no request was asked covering the points now raised. The only 
objections shown by the record to have been made are. — first, that the 
title is not broad enough to cover the provisions in the amendment of 
1897 ; second, that the legislature has no power to prohibit and punish 
acts in themselves harmless ; third, that the act is unconstitutional. 

Even in criminal cases it is the duty of counsel to call the attention 
of the court to the points on which an instruction is desired. People v. 
Ezzo, 104 Mich. 311. 

We, however, are of the opinion that the information charges the col- 
oration to make an inferior article appear better and more valuable than 
it really was, and is suflBcient ; and also that there was evidence to sus- 
tain the allegation. The State Chemist testified that the effect of the 
coal tar dye was to make the article appear of greater value than it 
really is, and that the people would think it stronger than it really was. 
It is true, his testimony was weakened by cross-examination, but not 
suflScient to take the question from the jury, — especially in view of the 
fact that no other purpose than to make the article appear better, is 
shown. 

II. The use of coal tar dye being harmless, counsel for respondent 
insists that the case comes within the rule of the recent case of People 
V. Jennings, 94 N. W. R. 216 ; 10 D. L. N. 39. That case had not been 
decided when this case was tried. No such theory was advanced upon 
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the trial. Even if it were, we, however, think the case is clearly (H.stin- 
guishable from l^eople v. Jennings. The color given to lemon extract, 
which of itself is almost colorless, is no indication whatever of the 
strength of the extract or its valne. Its color is a mere whim or caprice 
of the trade, and no more indicates the character and value of the extract 
than does the coloring matter, nsed to color butter, indicate its charac- 
ter and valne. In this case Vanilla resembles the color of the bean from 
which it is produced. Its strength and value are judged to some extent 
at least, under the evidence in this case, from its color. No other object 
is apparent from the use of the coloring than to make it appear of a 
quality better than it really is. 

III. It is urged that the act is unconstitutional on account of the pro- 
viso ^*that nothing in this act shall prevent the coloring of pure butter." 
This act is similar in its provisions to that involved in People v. Rotter, 
in N. W. R. 167 ; and People v. Phillips, Id. 616. The constitutionality 
of such acts was there sustained, and a discussion is unnecessary. Cap- 
ital City Dairy Co. v. Ohio, 183, U. S. 238, 246, is decisive of the question. 

The conviction is affirmed. 

The other justices concurred. 



The Pratt Food Company 

V. 

Arthur C. Bird, Dairy and Food 

Commissioner of the State of Michigan. 

Montgomery, J. : The bill in this case is filed to restrain the defend- 
ant, his clerks and employes, from writing, printing, issuing, publishing 
or sending out any bulletin, writing, publication or notice, to the effect 
that complainant's preparations sold as Pratt's Food for Horses and 
Cattle, Pratt's Poultry Food, and Pratt's Animal Regulator, or either of 
them, are not licensed under Act No. 12 of the Laws of 1905, and warn- 
ing the public against buying or selling these preparations. 

The bill sets out that the defendant asserts and claims that these pre- 
parations come within the terms of the act, and that unless restrained 
by injunction he will so assert by bulletins issued to the trade, and by 
this method intimidate dealers and prevent their purchasing complain- 
ants products. (We are stating simply the substance of the averments 
in brief.) It is also asserted that the effect of such bulletins will be to 
destroy and ruin the complainant's trade and work irreparable injury. 

Upon the hearing below the bill was dismissed, and the complainant 
appeals. Three questions are presented upon the record, first, whether in 
view of the case complainant is entitled to the remedy here invoked; 
second, whether Act No. 12 of the Public Acts of 1005 is constitutional; 
third, whether if it be constitutional the complainant's products come 
within the terms of the statute. 

1. The statute in question is an amendment of Act No. 211 of the 
Public Acts of 1803, entitled **An act to provide for the appointment of 
a Dairj' and Food Commissioner, and to define his powers and duties 
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and fix his compensation," and by section 18 of the act it is provided 
that "Any manufacturer, company, person or persons who shall sell, 
offer or expose for sale or for distribution, in this State, any concen- 
trated commercial feeding stuff used for feeding live stock, shall furnish 
with each car, or other amounts shipped in bulk, and shall aflSx to every 
package of such feeding stuff, in a conspicuous place, on the outside 
thereof, a plainly printed statement, clearly and truly certifying the 
number of net pounds in the car or package sold or offered for sale, the 
name or trade-mark under which the article is sold, the name of the man- 
ufacturer or shipper, the place of manufacture, the place of business, 
and a chemical analysis, stating the percentages it contains of crude 
protein, crude fibre, nitrogen — ^free extract and ether extract, all con- 
stituents to be determined by the methods adopted by the association of 
official agricultural chemists. Whenever any feeding stuff is sold at 
retail in bulk or in packages belonging to the purchaser, the agent or 
dealer shall furnish to him a certified copy of the chemical analysis 
named in this vsection. The term concentrated commercial feeding stuffs 
as used in this act shall include linseed meal, cotton seed meal, pea 
meals, cocoanut meals, gluten meals, oil meals, of all kinds, gluten feeds, 
maize feeds, starch feeds, mixed sugar feeds, hominy feeds, rice meals, 
oat feeds, corn and oat feeds, meat meals, dried blood, clover meals, 
mixed feeds of all kinds, slaughter house waste products; also all condi- 
mental stock foods, patentee! and proprietary stock foods, claimed to 
possess nutritive properties and all other materials intended for feeding 
to domestic animals. ♦ ♦ ♦" a penalty is provided for the violation 
of this provision. 

It is strenuously insisted by the Attorney General that if it be con- 
ceded that the complainant's products do not come within the inhibition 
of this statute, yet no remedy by injunction exists, for the reason that the 
effect of issuing an injunction is to restrain the prosecution of a criminal 
proceeding. Numerous cases are cited, among them Arbuckle v. Black- 
burn, 113 Fed. Rep 625; State v. Wood, 155 Mo. 425, and Predigested 
Food Co. V. McNeal, 1 Oh. N. P. 266. 

In so far as these cases lay down the rule that a court of equity will 
not interfere to restrain a public officer from invoking the criminal law 
and instituting a prosecution for a violation of a statute they have our 
full approval. A court of equity will not transfer to its own jurisdiction 
the trial of a criminal case, and this though the prosecution may fall 
with some hardship upon the accused party. Nor, as a general propo- 
sition, will a court interfere to restrain the publication of a libel. 

But we hold in Beck v. Railway Teamsters' Protective Union, 118 
Mich, 497, that injunction will lie to restrain a combination of persons 
from acts which tend to ruin complainant's business by bringing to bear 
upon his customers intimidating and coercive means. The principle 
which should rule the present case is identical. If the acts which are 
threatened are unlawful it cannot be doubted that placing in the hands 
of every dealer in the State a bulletin which in effect threatens them 
with prosecution in case they make use of these products in the form in 
which they are lawfully sold to them would be to absolutely exclude 
complainant's business from the State. The case presented is very sim- 
ilar in this aspect to that of American School of Magnetic Healing v. 
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McAnnult3% 187, U. S. 94, which case involved the right of the Postmaster 
General to exclude the complainants from the use of the United States 
mails. An order had been made excluding complainants from the use of 
the mails. The court interfered and held that such order was a violation 
of the property rights of the persons affected and granted relief. 

2. Is the law constitutional? 

It is claimed that the law is unconstitutional in that it violates Sec- 
tion 20 of Article IV of the constitution, which provides that no law 
shall embrace more than one object, which shall be expressed in its title. 

It is established by our decisions that if what is introduced by way of 
an amendment to an act might have been incorporated in the act under 
tlie original title there is no violation of this section. People v. Gadway, 
Gl Mich. 285 ; Attorney General v. Bolger, 128 Mich. 355. 

The question is therefore whether under the original title a provision 
fixing a standard of pure food and providing means to prevent deception 
in the sale of such food is within the title of an act to provide for the 
appointment of a Dairy and Food Commissioner and to define his pow- 
ers and duties and fix his compensation. We think the title is within our 
previous decisions sufficient. It is obvious to one reading this title that 
there must have been imposed upon the commissioner certain powers 
and duties to make his department of any value to the State, and further- 
more that these powers and duties must have relation to something. It 
is equally obvious that the relation of these powers and duties must be 
to the subject which is brought within the Department that is created, 
viz., the Dairy and Food Department. 

The title is very similar to that which established the Insurance Bu- 
reau. In Connecticut Mutual Life Ins. Co. v. State Treasurer, 31 Mich. 
(), it was held that a title which read "An act to establish an Insurance 
Bureau" was sufficiently broad to cover any pertinent regulations re- 
si)ecting the bureau's course of action towards those engaged in insur- 
ance, and any appropriate provisions for prescribing the duty due from 
the insurance companies to the State in the matter of taxation, without 
violating the constitutional provisions. 

3. The question of more difficulty is the question of fact as to whether 
the preparations of complainant are concentrated commercial feeding 
stuffs as defined by the act cited above. 

It is true that testimony shows that upon each of the labels which ac- 
companied Pratt's Food for Horses and Cattle was the statement: 
"Pratt's Food is a regulator, to be used according to directions, and is 
not sold as a feeding stuff, nor is it to be fed in place of grain or any 
other feed." But in addition to claiming medicinal properties for the food 
it was also stated how it should be used to fatten and improve stock. It 
was stated that "It fattens both cattle and hogs quickly, makes them 
grow larger and healthier and make their meat tender, more juicy and 
better eating." It also stated that for horses it "produces bone, muscle 
and better staying powers ; improves the wind." 

When this statute was enacted commercial feeding stuffs were on the 
market and this fact must have been known to the legislature. 

In employing the broad language "All condimental stock foods, pat- 
ented and proprietary stock foods, claimed to possess nutritive proper- 
ties and all other materials intended to cover all preparations for which 
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the claim of nutritive qualities was made." Complainant's preparations 
come within this language. 

Similar representatives were made in the labels of other preparations. 

We are of the opinion that the Circuit Judge was right in holding that 
all these preparations were wuthin the statute. 

The decree is affirmed with costs. 



Pierre Viaus Maple Company, Complainant, v. Arthur C. Bird, Dairy 
and Food Commissioner, and Joseph Schnitzer, Inspector of the Dairy 
and Food Department, Defendants. Before Grant, C. J., Blair, Mont- 
gomery, Ostrander and Hooker, JJ. 

Complainant is the manufacturer of a brand of syrup known as the 
"Pierre Viaus Pure Canadian Maple Syrup and Cane Syrup." The trade- 
mark being the letters P. V. The bill alleges that the Canadian Pure 
Maple Syrup exceeds the amount of Cane Syrup. It sets forth efforts 
made with the Pure Food Commission to agree upon a label which shall 
comply with the law, the failure of these negotiations, the representa- 
tions made to the trade by the defendants that the sale of this syrup is 
illegal, and the injurious effect upon the complainant's business, and 
prays that the defendants be restrained from in any manner interfering 
with its business. To this bill of complaint the defendants demurred 
upon the ground that the syrups mentioned in said bill of complaint are 
not labeled as required by the laws of this State. The demurrer was 
overruled and the defendants have appealed. 

Grant, C. J.: It is urged by the Attorney General that the sale of 
this mixture is in violation of section 5007 of the Compiled Laws, read- 
ing as follows : 

"That it shall be unlawful for any person, dealer, firm, manufacturer 
or corporation to manufacture and sell, or offer for sale, any maple 
sugar, maple molasses or maple syrup that is in anywise adulterated 
with common sugar, beet sugar, glucose or any other foreign substance 
without distinctly marking, stamping or labeling the articles or the 
package containing the same with the true and appropriate name of such 
article and the percentage in which common sugar, beet sugar, glucose 
or any other foreign substance enters into the composition of the same." 

It is urged by the complainant that the case falls within Act 193, Pub- 
lic Acts of 1895, known as the Pure Food Law, and entitled "An act to 
prohibit and prevent adulteration, fraud and deception in the manufac- 
ture and sale of articles of food and drink." 

Sec. 1. (C. L. 5010) of the act prohibits the sale or having in possession 
with intent to sell any article of food which is adulterated within the 
meaning of the act. 

Sec. 2 (C. L. 5011) defines the term "food" to include all articles used 
for food or drink. 

Sec. 3 (C. L. 5012) states what articles shall be deemed to be adulter- 
ated. The section closes with the following proviso : 
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"Provided further, That the provisions of this act shall not apply to 
mixtures or compounds recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients of 
articles of food, if each and every package sold or offered for sale bear 
the name and address of the manufacturer and be distinctlv labeled un- 
der its own distinctive name, and in a manner so as to plainly and cor- 
rectly show that it is a mixture or compound, and is not in violation with 
definitions fourth and seventh of this section." 

The court held that this syrup came within the Pure Food Law (Act 
193), and not under the act prohibiting the adulteration of maple sugar, 
etc., and that it came within the proviso above quoted. 

We think the court was in error. The act in regard to the manufac- 
ture and sale of maple sugar is complete in itself, and covers the entire 
subject. It was intended to prohibit the manufacture and sale of maple 
sugar under any name without labeling the product with the true and 
appropriate name, stating thereon the percentage of any other ingredient 
used in its manufacture. The title of the act is '^An act to prohibit the 
adulteration of maple vsugar, maple molasses and maple syrup." The 
word "adulteration" in this statute means the mixture of any foreign 
substance, wholesome or unwholesome, with maple sugar. The evident 
purpose of the statute is to compel all persons manufacturing or selling 
maple sugar to inform the public not only of what the i)roduct is com- 
posed, but the proportions of each article used in the manufacture. 

Decree reversed, and bill dismissed with costs of both courts. 



Armour & Co., Complainants, 

V. 

Arthur C. Bir<l, State Dairy and Food Commissioner, 
et al., Defendants. 

Before : Blair, C. J., Grant, Montgomery,. Ostrander, Hooker, J.T. : 

Complainant is a corporation organized under the laws of the State of 
New Jersey, with headquarters in Chicago, Illinois. It is and has been, 
for many years, engaged in the manufacture and sale of fresh and cured 
meats and sausage and other meat products. Its sale of these products, 
including sausage, extended over tlie entire State of Michigan. 

In the year of 1906, the defendant, the Dairy and Food Commissioner, 
caused chemical examination to be made of the various brands of sau- 
sage sold within the State, including that of the complainant, and found 
that many of them contained cereals and a percentage of water greater 
than that found in meat alone. On January 10, 1907, he issued the fol- 
lowing circular: 

"Gentlemen — A growing tendency on the part of manufacturers of 
sausage, bolognas and similar meat products, to use various prepara- 
tions and substances foreign to the legitimate ingredients necessary to 
the manufacture of these articles of food, tlie said preparations being 
commonly known and designated as fillers, binder, etc., has prompted 
this Department to make a thorough investigation into such sausages. 
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This has been done for the purpose of ascertaining the true reasons for 
the widespread practice of using the preparations mentioned. 

The results obtained from the investigation as carried on in the De- 
partment laboratory lead to but one conclusion, viz., that the addition 
of so-called binders and fillers to meat products is primarily for the pur- 
pose of substituting in part an inferior or cheaper substance for legiti- 
mate ingredient, thereby lessening the cost of manufacture. 

The first and second subdivisions of section 5012 of the Compiled Laws 
provide that an article shall be deemed to be adulterated within the 
meaning of the act, — first, if any substance or substances have been 
mixed with it so as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its qual- 
ity, strength or purity; second, if any inferior or cheaper substance or 
substances have been substituted wholly or in part for it. Basing its 
ruling on the subdivisions of section 5012 above cited, this Department 
holds that the addition of the so-called binders and fillers mentioned to 
meat products is contrary to law. From and after this day, manufac- 
turers and dealers will be held to a strict account for each and every 
violation. Provided, however. That dealers within the State are given 
until January 25, 1907, to dispose of stocks on hand. 

Yours very trulv, 

"A.^^C. BIRD, 
"State Dain' and Food Commissioner." 

This circular was sent to all the meat dealers of the State, and a copy 
sent to the complainant at Chicago. Those employed under the direction 
of the defendant Food Commissioner also verbally informed the retail 
dealers of the State that they would be prosecuted if they did not comply 
with the above order. The trade of the complainant in Michigan was 
very large, and the effect of this circular, and the threats of prosecution 
verbalh' made, naturally tended to decrease very largely the complain- 
ant's sales in this State, and to cause it considerable loss. Therefore, 
on November 18, 1907, complainant filed its bill of complaint in this 
cause, setting forth the above circular and threats on the part of the 
defendants, the injury to its business, that defendants were acting ille- 
gally in their conduct, and praying that they be restrained from "declar- 
ing in any manner, orally or in writing, to the customers and patrons 
of your orator, or to the people of the State of Michigan, that the sau- 
sages and other meat products of your orator containing cereal, manu- 
factured and sold, and offered for sale in the State of Michigan, are sold 
and offered for sale in violation of any statute of the State of Michigan," 
The bill alleges that the sausage /manufactured and sold by the com- 
plainant bear labels showing their respective ingredients, in accordance 
with the standard fixed by the laws of the United States and the regula- 
tions of the Department of Agriculture thereunder, a sample of said 
labels being set forth in the bill and reading as follows : 

ARMOUR'S "DEVONSHIRE" Fann Style Sausage Meat. 
Made from the Meats of Hams and Selected Young Pork. 
Prepared with choicest spices and cereals. Armour & Com- 
pany. 

U. S. Inspected and passed under the Act of Congress of 
June 30, 1906. Establishment 2 A. 
35 
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An answer was duly filed denying that the sausage manufactured and 
sold by the complainant in this State containing cereals and water is a 
wholesome product, or that it is manufactured in accordance with the 
Act of Congress of June llO, 1906, and tlie regulations of the United 
States Department of Agriculture; or that it is a compound or mixture 
within the meaning of the proviso of Sec. [I, Art 193, Pub. Acts of 1895, 
as amended. The answer admits that the sausage of the complainant is 
shipped into this State in packages, or boxes, labeled with the trade 
name of the sausage and the words "with cereal," but alleges that the 
consumer, or purchaser of the retail dealer, is in no way advised, when 
he purchases, that the sausage contains cereal, or cereal and added 
water, unless such purchaser purchased the entire package shipped to 
the dealer, and that even then he was not informed that the product con- 
tains added water. 

Both the bill and answer contain other allegations which we deem it 
unnecessary to state. Issue was joined, proofs taken in open court and 
by deposition, and after a full hearing decree was entered dismissing the 
bill. The statute, C. L. Sec. 5012, under which the defendants claim to 
justify their action, is as follows: 

"An article shall be deemed to be adulterated within tlie meaning of 
this act : First, if any substance or substances have been mixed with it, 
so as to lower or depreciate or injuriously affect its quality, strength or 
purity; second, if any inferior or cheaper substance or substances have 
been substituted wholly or in part for it; third, if any valuable or nec- 
essary constituent or ingredient has been wholly or in part abstracted 
from it; fourth, if it is an imitation of, or is sold under the name of an- 
other article ; fifth, if it consists wholly or in part of a diseased, decom- 
posed, putrid, infected, tainted or rotten animal or vegetable substance 
or article, whether manufactured or not, or in case of milk, 
if it is the product of a diseased animal; sixth, if it is colored, coated, 
polished, or powdered whereby damage or inferiority is concealed or if 
by any means it is made to appear better or of greater value than it 
really is ; seventh, if it contains any ad<led substance or ingredient which 
is poisonous or injurious to the health : Provided, that nothing in this 
act shall prevent the coloring of pure butter: And provided further, 
that the provisions of this act shall not apply to mixtures or compounds 
recognized as ordinary articles or ingredients of articles of food, if each 
«ind every package sold or offered for sale bear the name and address of 
the manufacturer and be distinctly labeled under its own distinctive 
name, and in a manner so as to plainly and correctly show that it is a 
mixture or compound, and is not in violation with definitions fourth and 
seventh of this section." 

Grant, J.: The following facts are admitted or established beyond 
controversy : 

(a) The sausage manufactured by the complainant is a wholesome 
article of food. It contains nothing deleterious to health. 

(b) ) It is a mixture or compound within the meaning of the proviso 
in the statute above quoted, being composed of meat, cereal, salt and 
spices. 

(c) It is made in accordance with the Act of Congress and directions 
prescribed thereunder by the Commissioner of Agriculture, and under 
the inspection of the United States inspectors. 
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(d) Sausage is made of different kinds of meat, viz., pork, beef and 
veal. Whether manufactured for interstate commerce or domestic use 
within the State, it is sometimes made with cereal, and sometimes with- 
out it. Cereal is not a necessary ingredient to its manufacture, although 
it has been used by most manufacturers for many years. 

(e) Water is an essential ingredient in the manufacture of sausage, 
whether made with or without cereal. This is shown by the evidence of 
the defendants. One of their witnesses, with an experience of thirty-live 
years, testified: 

"In the manufacture of pork sausage we use pork, and if the pork is a 
little too fat we put in some veal or beef. It is necessary to have a little 
water added, a quart and a half to 100 pounds. It is pretty hard to 
make them without. We use a little more water than would be found 
in the meat when freshlv killed.'' 

Another, who had been engaged in the manufacture of sausage since 
1864, testified : 

"I put a little water in pork sausage. I use from five to ten pounds 
of water to 100 pounds of meat. Enough to make it pliable that is all. 
I use from eight to ten pounds of water in making beef sausage. I pre- 
sume you could make sausage without water, but you could not stuff it 
very well." 

Another who learned to make sausage in Germany, testified : 

"I have always used water and still use water in the manufacture of 
sausage. Water is necessary. They use water in making sausage in 
Germany. So far as I know everyone used it." 

The United States regulations require that the water used shall be 
pure. 

(f ) It is not in violation of definitions four and seven of the act. It 
does not violate definition seven because it contains no substance or in- 
gredient poivsonous or injurious to health. It does not violate definition 
four because meat is the basis and principal ingredient of the article. 
As manufactured by complainant, it contains from two to ten per cent 
of cereal. It is and has been for more than forty years, recognized in 
the trade as sausage. When sold as sausage with cereal added it de- 
i^eives no one, and is not an imitation and manufacturers are entitled to 
manufacture and label it as sausage with cereal. It is not contended 
that manufacturers have not the right to use the name "sausage" when 
sold with a proper label. 

The Federal statute is practically identical with that of Michigan, and 
contains a proviso reading : 

"That an article of food which does not contain any added poisonous 
or deleterious ingredients shall not be deemed to be adulterated or mis- 
branded in the following cases: 

First. In the case of mixtures or compounds which may be now or 
from time to time hereafter known as articles of food under their own 
distinctive names, and not an imitation of or offered for sale under the 
distinctive name of another article, if the name be accompanied on the 
same label or brand with a statement of the place where said article has 
been manufactured or produced. 

Acting under this law, the Department of Agriculture, on September 
12, 190G, adopted the following regulation: 



276 STATE OF MICHIGAN. 

"Sausages and Chopped Meats. The word sausage without a prefix 
indicating the species of animal is cousidere<l to be a mixture of minced 
or chopped meats with or without spices. If any species of animal is 
indicated as pork sausage, the sausage must be wholly made from the 
meat of that s})ecies. If any flour or other cereal is used the label must 
so state. If any other meat product is added, the label must so state.'' 

To this regulation the department added "manufactui*ers are warned 
that the above rulings do not exempt them from the enfoiTement of state 
laws." 

The learned circuit judge, in his opinion, found that sausage manufac- 
ture<l as is that of the complainant, "is ])robably as healthy as pure 
sausage such as was known to the fathers." 

Briefly stated, then, the case is this: com])lainant, a resident of another 
state, is manufacturing and shi])i)ing into this State a wholesome article 
of interstate commerce in strict accord with the law and regulations of 
the federal government. State law cannot interfere with this interstate 
traffic. The law here involved does not attem])t to interfere with it, or to 
deny to the com])lainant the right to sell and ship its goods to retail 
dealers in this State. There are, therefore, but two questions material 
to the determination of this controversv, viz. : 

(1) May the State through its legislature enact laws regulating the 
domestic sales of this product to consumers within the State? 

(2) Doi^s the statute above cited include the j)roduct made by the 
complainant? 

It is not contended that the State is not clothed with the power to 
i*egulate the domestic sale of such products after^their shipment into the 
State. Intoxicating liquor, which is a subject of interstate commerce, 
may be shipped into this State in original packages, but it cannot be sold 
within the State in violation of the State laws regulating or ])rohibiting 
its sale. No contention is made that the State statute in question is not 
constitutional and reasonable. Pure food laws have been enacte<l prob- 
ablv in all the states and have been univei^sallv held valid when reason- 
able. The sole question therefore left to determine is whether the statute 
includes sales to consumers in snuill quantities taken from the original 
packages. If the domestic dealer were to sell an original package labeled 
as above to the consumer, such sale would be valid, because the label 
complies with the law and notifies the purchaser that the article is not 
a sausage of meat alone, but a sausage com])oscHl of meat and cereal. It 
is not contendQ<l that manufacturers of sausage have not the right to 
label their product "sausage" with the statement added that it is mixed 
with other products, specifying them. 

If we understand the position of counsel for complainant correctly, it 
is that in construing this statute courts shcmld be governe<l, not by the 
po])ular and common understanding of the meaning of the word "sau- 
sage," but by its trade ami commercial meaning; that is, its meaning as 
understood between the manufacturers and their custcmiers to whom they 
sell for retail to consumers. Thev sav: 

"It is unmistakable that the legislature understood it was enacting a 
law with reference to an article of food which was then a subject of trade 
and commerce among the people. There were at times scores of difl'erent 



DAIRY AND FOOD COMMISSION. 277 

kinds jof "sausage" upon the market, that is, sausage made in different 
ways, a difference in the ingre<lients used in the various kinds, and a 
variance in the proportions used ; and different manufacturers and deal- 
ers made and dealt in different kinds, and each knew that all this variety 
of meat food products were included in the term "sausage," and the 
legislature is charged with knowledge of that fact, and must be ])resumed 
to have used the term *food' accordingly." 

In support of this they cite several cases from the federal courts con- 
struing the tariff on duty acts, in which it has been held that the laws 
of Congress imposing duties upon imported goods must be constnied 
with reference to the trade or commercial meaning of the articles men- 
tioned in the law. Among the cases cited are the 

Two Hundred Chests of Tea, 9 Wheaton 430; 
Cadwalader v. Zeh, 151 U. S. 171; 
McCoy V. Hedden, 38 Fed. Rep. 89. 

In the Two Hundred Chests of Tea it was held that "bohea tea" was 
used in the duty act in its known commercial sense, viz., "that article 
which in the known usage of the trade acquired that distinctive appela- 
tion." 

In Cadwalader v. Zeh, the question was whether, under the duty act, 
earthenware consisting of small cups, saucers, mugs, etc., having on them 
pictures of animals and other objects, and letters of the alphabet, should 
have been assessed as toys with 35 per cent advalorem, or as china, etc., 
with 60 per cent advalorem. The case was held to depend upon the 
commercial meaning of the word "toys." 

In McCoy v. Hedden, the question was whether currycombs were 
dutiable under a provision imposing a duty upon combs of all kinds. If 
they were not known to the trade among merchants as combs they were 
held not dutiable as such. These and other similar cases arose between 
the Unite<l States and importers of foreign goods, and do not apply to 
cases arising under the pure food laws of state governments. Courts 
will take cognizance of the well known fact that farmers, laboring men 
and consumers are not generally familiar with the customs of trade and 
commerce in importing goods, or of understandings of the trade between 
manufacturers and merchants who buy those products for retail trade. 
Such construction would emasculate the pure food laws and deprive the 
people of the protection which the legislature wisely intended to give 
them. 

Sausage is defined by all the lexicographers as an article of food com- 
posed of meat, salt and spices. (See Worcester's and Century diction- 
aries.) The people generally so understand it. The writer of this opinion 
would be compelled to admit that until very recently he had no knowl- 
edge that cereal was used in the manufacture of sausage. It is too mani- 
fest for further argument that the legislature in enacting the law was 
not providing for the regulation of sales between manufacturers and 
merchants, but between retail dealers and consumers. They enacted the 
law solely for the i)rotection of consumers, the people who buy and eat 
the products. The consumer who prefers sausage made of meat alone is 
entitled to be informed that he is buying such an article. The consumer 
who prefers sausage mixed with cereal is entitled to know that he is 
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purchasing that article. The contention of the complainant, if sustained, 
would deprive the consumer of this rij^ht which the statute plainly gives 
him. We cannot follow State v. Nesland, 120 N. W. Rep. 107 (Iowa), 
wherein it is held that sales in small quantities from original packages 
are not within the statute. In that case a pound of lard was sold from 
a fifty-pouud package i)roperly labeled with its constituent parts, but 
it was held that the retail dealer was not required to label the small 
packages sold. That opinion is based upon the well known rule that 
penal statutes must be strictly construed. The statute of Michigan ex- 
pressly provides that these mixtures must be labeled showing the different 
kinds of ingredients contained in them. Sec. 2 is as follows : 

"The term food, as used herein, shall include all articles used for food 
or drink, or intended to be eaten or drank by man, whether simple, mixed 
or compound.". 

This is a general statute covering all food products not otherwise 
specifically provided for. We consider its provisions perfectly plain, 
and not subject to any misunderstanding or uncertainty. To hold other- 
wise would substantially exclude all the benefits and protection to the 
people of the State which the statute was clearly designed to grant. We, 
therefore, hold that retail packages of small amounts taken from the 
original package of the manufacturer, and sold to the consumer, must be 
properly labeled as the law directs. 

The court below dismisseil the complainant's bill, thereby granting it 
no relief whatever. In view of the position taken by the Food Commis- 
sioner in his circulars and answer herein tiled; and in view of the im- 
portance to the complainant, and to the people of the State to know 
under what conditions a wholesome article of interstate commerce may 
be sold in this State, we think the learned circuit judge should have en- 
tered a decree defining the rights and determining under what conditions 
complainant, as well as other manufacturers, may have their valuable 
and wholesome products sold by the retail dealers, and to restrain the 
defendants from interfering with such legitimate sales. 

The Food Commissioner, as above stated, denied in his answer that the 
sausage made by the complainant was a wholesome product, or that it 
was a mixture or compound within the meaning of the act and insisted 
that it was an adulteration. His attitude is further shown by his reply 
to complainant's letter of Januarj^ 17, 1907, asking "if there would be 
any objection to using cereal if such fact is state<l on label same as pro- 
vided by national law." Ue denied this pennission, which was not only 
a compliance with the federal law, but a compliance with the State law. 

The use of cereal in the manufacture of sausage has been very general. 
The State Food and DaiiT Commissioner of Iowa, who at the time of the 
hearing below had held office for five years, testified to its general use in 
that state, stating that "the ingredients used by the Iowa manufacturers 
in making sausage are chopped meat, salt, spices, flour and sufficient 
water." In July, 1907, he issued a bulletin stating: 

"The Commissioner has no authoritv to establish standards for the 
information of the public: It is here stated that this department will not 
interfere with the sale of sausage because of the presence of wholesome 
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flour, provided that an analysis does not show more than five per cent of 
such flour." 

It appears to be established by the evidence that sausage made with 
cereal is sold cheaper than that made of meats alone. If so, the people 
desiring to buy and eat the cheaper products should have the privilege 
of doing so, and such product should not by any decision of the court be 
prohibited from sale. 

The opinion of the circuit judge does not prohibit its sale when prop- 
erly labeled. He held that the trouble was not with the use of cereal, but 
in permitting the product to be sold at the retail counter without inform- 
ing the customer that cereal is a part of it. Counsel for respondents 
conceded in the oral argument in this court that it was a wholesome food 
and was entitled to sale in this State, when sold under a proper label 
informing customers of what it is composed. 

It is conceded that the use of cereal requires more water than does 
sausage made with meat alone. Anyone of intelligence would, upon 
reflection, know this to be the fact. The onlv doubt I entertain in the 
case is whether the label should, in addition to the words "with cereal," 
contain also "and water." In view of the fact that water is generally 
used in the manufacture of all sausage, and that no law or I'egulation 
of the food department has fixed the amount of water that may be used, 
it would seem like judicial legislation for the court to require the label 
to show that water is used in the manufacture. 

The statute does not require the label to state the proportion of the 
ingredients composing the mixture but only the names of the ingredients. 
The statute makes special provision for butter, cheese, lard, canned fruits 
and vegetables coffee and molasses. There are other statutes governing 
the manufacture and sale of specific products requiring the proportions 
of the ingredients to be placed upon the labels, such as Act 123, Public 
Acts 1903 ; People v. Harris, 135 Mich. 136. 

It is within the power of the legislature to pass an act specifically pro- 
vided for the manufacture and sale of sausage, and that the labels should 
state the proportions of the ingredients used. We hold a label "sausage 
with cereal" upon packages sold to consumei-s is a compliance with the 
statute in labeling the mixture, and a decree should be entered so stating. 
A decree will be entered in this court in accordance with the above 
opinion. No costs will be allowed. 
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PEOPLE V. JACOB. 

(Opinion filed January 4, 1915.) 

State Oflacers — Dairy and Food Commissioner — Inspection of Prisons by Statutes 

—Act 12, P. A. 1905. 

In the prosecution of the Superintendent of the Detroit House of Correction for 
his refusal to permit inspectors of the State Dairy and Food Department to in- 
spect the prison: 

HELD, (by an equally divided Court) : Though the State Dairy and Food 
Commissioner is limited in his investigations to inspections of the store, etc., 
of the manufacturer or vendor of food or drink products which are made, stored, 
sold or offered for sale, as the Detroit House of Correction is paid by the different 
counties of the state for the board of prisoners sent to that institution under 
contract, it comes within the class that sells food, etc., and is amenable to the 
provisions of Act No. 12, P. A. 1905. 

The inspection of state penal institutions is within the purview of the statute 
relating to the general Pure Food Law. 

While the law provided for the inspection of penal institutions by the Board 
of Corrections and Charities (Sec. 2252, C. L. 1897) and in the case of the Detroit 
House of Correction, by the Board of Inspectors appointed by the Common Council 
of the City, the act creating the Detroit House of Correction (Sec. 2156, C. L. 
1897) permits Inspections by any state authority, of which the State Dairy and 
Food Department is one. 

In an opinion by Justice Stone (Ostrander, Kuhn, Moore, J J,, concurring) the 
opposite view is taken. 

Exceptions to recorder V court of Detroit. William F. Connolly, Judge. 

Appeal of Bernhardt Jacob from a conviction for refusing to permit 
inspectors from the State Dairj^ and Food Department to inspect the 
Detroit House of Correction. Affirmed. 

Grant Fellows, Attorney General ; James W. Helme, Dairj^ and Food 
Commissioner, both of Lansing, for the People. 

William E. Tarsney, Assistant Corporation Counsel ; Richard T. Law- 
son, Corporation Counsel, of counsel, both of Detroit, for defendant. 

Before the Full Bench. 

Stone, J. : This case is before us upon exceptions before sentence. The 
appellant is the superintendent of the Detroit House of Correction, a 
State penal institution, located in the City of Detroit. On October 21, 
1913, Burr B. Lincoln, a State dairy and food inspector, sought to make 
an investigation of the food conditions in the said institution, and for 
that purpose he called upon the appellant and requested that he be per- 
mitted to go through the building and see the foods that were there 
served. This request was refused by the appellant, who informed the 
inspector that he had no right there; that it was an institution over 
which the dair}- and food inspectors had no jurisdiction, and that he 
could not go through the institution. Because of this refusal complaint 
was made charging appellant with a violation of Act No. 107 of the 
Public Acts of 1890, being "An Act in relation to the powers and duties 
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of the Dairy and Food Commissioner of the State of Michigan." This 
act provides that any person who shall obstruct the said commissioner, 
or his deputy, or any of his duly appointed inspectors, by refusing to 
allow him entrance to any place where he is authorized to enter in the 
discharge of his official duty, shall be guiltj^ of a misdemeanor, and 
prescribes the punishment. 

A hearing was had ux)on this complaint in the recorders court, and. the 
respondent and appellant was, by the verdict of a jury, found guilty 
as charged. 

The questions raised by the assignments of error, may be combined 
into the one question, namely : Has the Dairy and Food Commission, or 
its inspector, power, under the law, to investigate the food conditions of 
the Detroit House of Correction? 

On the part of the people it is contended that ample power is vested in 
the inspe<*tors of the Dairy and Food Commission to make such investi- 
gation, and that in view of the refusal of the superintendent to permit 
the making of the investigation, he had violated the act above referred to. 
Attention is called by the l*eople to Chapter 76, Comi)iled Laws of 1897, 
under the provisions of which said institution was erected, and is con- 
trolled and especially to Section 2150, which provides that: 

"The management and direction of the said house of correction, subject to 
periodical Inspection by the state authorities* in their discretion, shaU be under 
the control and authority of a Board of Inspectors, to be appointed for that pur- 
pose by the Common Council of the City of Detroit upon the nomination of the 
mayor." 

It is urged by the prosecution that under this section alone the State 
has a right to inspect the institution, and that the right of inspection by 
any State authority is here given ; that authority to inspect this institu- 
tion is made still plainer by the Pure Food Laws of the State; that Sec. 
6 of the Act creating the office of Dairy and Food Commissioner and 
defining his powers and duties (C. L. 4978, as amended by Act 12, Public 
Acts of 1905), states that such commissioner or his deputy, or any person 
appointed by him for that purpose. 

"shall have power, in the performance of their duties, to enter into any creamery, 
factory, store, salesroom, drug store, or laboratory, or place where they have 
reason to believe food or drink are made, stored, sold or offered for sale and open 
any cask, tub. Jar, bottle or package containing or supposed to contain, any arti- 
cle of food or drink, and examine or cause to be examined the contents thereof, 
and take therefrom samples for analysis.'' 

Attention is also called to Sec. 4 of the Amendatory Act of 1905, which 
provides that the inspectors shall have the same right to access to the 
places to be inspected as the said commissioner or his deputy. 

A reading of the entire of Sec. 6, above referred to, shows that the 
Dairj^ and Food Commissioner, his deputy or inspectors, shall regulate 
filthy and unsanitary conditions which may exist in the operation of any 
bakery or other places where "any food or drink products are manufac- 
tured, stored, deposited or sold for any purpose whatever.'' 

It was admitted upon the trial of the case that a bakery was main- 
tained in the institution to bake bread for the prisoners, at the time 
complained of. 
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Sec. 5029, Compiled Laws of 1897, makes it the duty of the Dairy and 
Food Commissioner of the State to investigate all complaints for viola- 
tions of the act known as the General Pure Food Law% and especially it is 
made the duty of the food inspectors in the cities to examine all com- 
plaints made to them of violations of the act. 

On the part of the defendant and appellant it is contende<l that the 
act creating the State Dairy and Food Commission, and the amendments 
thereto, together with Act' No. 107 of the Public Acts of 1899, did not 
confer the right ui)on the State Dairj' and Food Commission or its inspec- 
tors to inspei't the food conditions of a public or State institution such 
as the Detroit House of Correction. 

It is urged by defendant's counsel that, by the terms of the act creating 
it, the institution is used for the confinement, punishment and reforma- 
tion of criminals, or j)ei*sons sentenced thereto, under the laws authoriz- 
ing the confinement of convicted persons in the House of Correction ; that 
the management and direction of the said House of Correction subject 
to periodical inspection by the State authorities is, by statute, placed 
under the control and authority of a board of inspectors appointed by 
the common council of the City of Detroit upon the nomination of the 
mayor; that this board of ins[)ectors is authorized and empowered by 
the common council to make rules for the regulation and discipline of the 
House of Correction, and to appoint a superintendent; that under the 
statute the sui)erintendent has entire control and management of all its 
concerns subject to the authority established by law, and the rules and 
regulations adopted for its government. 

It is contended by the appellant that the Detroit House of Correction 
is not any one of tlie places named in which the State Dairy and Food 
Commissioner or his inspectors are authorized to enter; that the institu- 
tion is not a creamery, factory, store, etc., or a place where the inspectors 
would have reason to believe food and drink are made, stored and offered 
for sale, within the meaning of the statute. 

An examination of the statutes relevant to this subject has led us to 
the conclusion that the public penal institutions of this State, including 
the Detroit House of Correction, are not within the purview or terms of 
the statute relating to the General I*ure Food Law. The legislature has 
provided a visitorial board, whose duty it is to inspect these institutions 
and make due report thereon. As early as 1871 provision was made for 
a commission to be appointed, subsequently called "The Board of Correc- 
tions and Charities,-' of which the governor is ex officio a member. Sec. 
2252, Compiled Laws, reads as follows: 

"The said commissioners, by one of their number, or by their secretary, shall, 
at least once in each year, visit and examine into the condition of each and every 
of the city and county poorhouses, county jails, or other places for the detention 
of criminals or witnesses and the said hoard or a majority thereof, with their 
secretary, shall, at least once in each year, visit and examine the reform school, 
state prison, Detroit house of correction, and state and county asylums for the 
insane, and the deaf, dumb and blind, and for the purpose of ascertaining the 
actual condition of the institution by them or either of them visited, the method 
of instruction, government, or management therein pursued, the official conduct 
of the superintendents or other officers and employes in charge thereof, or con- 
nected therewith, the condition of the buildings, grounds, or other property 
thereunto belonging, and the facts as to all other matters In any manner pertain- 
ing to the usefulness and proper management of the institutions, poorhouses, 
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and Jails above named. They, or either of them, and their secretary, shall have 
free access thereto at any and all times and shall have authority to administer 
oaths and examine any person or persons in any way connected with or having 
knowledge of the condition, management, and discipline of such institutions, 
jails or poorhouses, as to any matters or inquiries not contrary to the purposes 
or provisions of this act." 

Attention is calle<l to the remaining portions of this statute: 

An examination of the statutes relating to the government of the State 
prisons and reformatories, the powers and duties of boards of control 
and of the wardens of the institutions, will show that these officers have 
plenary power and control over all matters relating to the government 
of the institutions, including food, medicine, clothing, bedding, etc., — 
everything which j)ertains to the health and well being of the inmates. 
With these ample provisions, and the added power of visitation lodged in 
the Board of Corrections and Charitiei^, it does not seem to us that it was 
the intention of the legislature that this ground was also to be covered 
by the Dairy and Food Commission. In our opinion, that commission 
has no jurisdiction over these institutions, but its right to inspect is 
limited to the store, etc., of the manufacturer or vendor of food or drink 
products, which are made, stored, sold or offered for sale to the general 
public. 

It will be noted that the language relied upon by the People in the 
Amendatory Act of 1905, defining the several places, where inspection 
may be made by the Dairv and Food Commissioner, is specific in desig- 
nating certain places, to-wit: (^reamei*>', factory, store, salesroom, drug 
store or laboratory, followe<l by the general words, "or i)laces where they 
have reason to believe food or drink are made, stored, sold or offered for 
sale." This geneal language must be construed as meaning places of the 
same kind, of the same general character or sort as those named. 

Although it appears in this record that the Detroit House of Correc- 
tion bakes its own bread for its inmates, and for that purpose may be 
said to operate a bakery, yet it does not seem to us that such a place can 
be covered by any of the specific words mentioned. Certainly it is not a 
creamery, factory, store, salesroom, drug store or laboratory, as those 
words are used in the statute. The general rule should here apply that 
when after the enumeration a statute employs some general term to 
embrace other cases, the other cases must be understood to be cases of the 
same general character, sort, or kind, with those named. In other words, 
"they are known from their associates." 

Brooks vs. Cook, 44 Mich., 617-619, and cases cited; 
Roberts vs. City of Detroit, 102 Mich., 67; 
Drake vs. Industrial Works, 175 Mich., 662. 

We are, therefore, forced to the conclusion that the Detroit House of 
Correction — a State penal institution, with its superintendent and its 
board of inspectors, subject to the visitation of the Board of Corrections 
and Charities — is not embraced within, and was not intended to be 
embraced within, the provisions of the Pure Food Law, and that the 
inspector had no authority to enter the premises. Whenever the legis- 
lature desires to clothe the I*ure Food Commission with such authority 
it will doubtless so express itself. We think it has not done so in the 
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past legislation. Reaching this result, that conflict in jurisdiction of 
the different boards, which would lead to an unseemly contest, is avoided. 
The conviction must therefore be reversed, and the defendant discharged. 

Ostrander, Kuhn and Mooi*e, J J., concurred with Stone, J. 

Brooke, C. J. : Mr. Brother Stone in the earlier imvt of his opinion 
states very cleary the contentions made on behalf of the people in this 
case. It is claimed that the Dairy and Food Commissioner, or his deputy, 
is authorized to njake the inspection, which was denied, upon two 
grounds : 

1st. Under the act creating the Detroit House of Correction. Sec. 2 
(C. L. 1897, Sec. 215G), which provides: 

"The management and direction of the said house of correction, subject to 
periodical inspection by the state authorities in their discretion, shall be under 
the control and authority of a board of inspectors, to be appointed for that pur- 
pose by the common council of the city of Detroit." 

It is claime<l on behalf of the people that this language used in the 
law of its creation is broad enough to warrant the inspection of said 
institution by ANY State authority. In my opinion the contention is 
fully warranted by the language used. It w^ould be diflScult to select 
words of more general import than those used in the statute: 

"subject to periodical inspection by the state authorities in their discretion." 

No particular State authority is pointed out, nor is the right of inspec- 
tion limited to any such particular authority. There is no doubt that 
included among the State authorities entitled to the right of inspection 
is the State Board of Charities. It, however, b}' no means follows that 
the exercise of the right by that board exhausts the authority of the 
State under the language of the section above quoted. It seems to me 
clear that the labor department might very properly inspect the institu- 
tion to determine whether proper safety devices were employed as pro- 
vided by the general laws of the State touching that subject. The State 
Board of Health, too, should have authority to inspect and determine 
whether the law^s relating to sanitary conditions were being obeyed 
therein. And closely akin to the necessity for such inspection is the 
necessity for inspection by the State Dair^^ and Food Department in 
order that it may be determined that the food served is wholesome in 
quality. 

It should be borne in mind that the institution is one of considerable 
magnitude, within the walls of which are confined several hundreds of 
prisoners, male and female. The female prisoners therein are boarded 
at the expense of the State and many counties of the State having in- 
dividual contracts with the institution, by the terms of which a per diem 
amount is paid for the board and medical attendance of each prisoner. 

Several industries are carried on in the institution requiring the use 
of machinery. In my opinion, it is an institution peculiarly requiring 
the supervision of every department of the State whose activities are 
directed to securing to the inhabitants thereof sanitary conditions, 
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wholesome food, and freedom from danger to life and limb through the 
use of improperly guarded machinery. 

If there could be any doubt of the right of the i>eople to insist that the 
Dairy and Food Commissioner, or his deputies, is authorized to make the 
inspection which was denie<l in the instant case, it is disposed of by a 
reading of Sec»tion G (C. L. 181)7, Sec. 4978), of the law creating that 
department. That section authorizes the entry of the commissioner, or 
his deputies, to certain name<l places, and, 

''or places where he had reason to believe food or drink is made, stored, sold or 
offered for sale." 

In my opinion it is idle to say that the House of Correction is not such 
a place. Whatever may be said of other penal institutions of the State, 
this particular institution stores food in large quantities, which it sells. 
The record shows that during the year it received the verj^ considerable 
sum of $32,059.00 for the board of prisoners confined therein. 

It is, in a sense, in the business of selling food. The fact that its 
customers happen to be the State itself and several political divisions of 
the State, makes no difference in the i)rinciple involved. It would, I 
think, scarcely be contended that a hotel, keeping, storing, and offering 
food for sale to its guests was not subject to the insj)ection provided for 
in the. act creating the Dairy and Food Department. In any event, I 
think such a construction of the legislation is too narrow, and I quite 
agree with the opinion expi-esseil by the learned judge, who, in refusing 
to charge as requested by the respondent, said : 

"I refuse to give this request to charge, gentlemen of the jury, upon the ground 
that it is my opinion that the spirit of the Dairy and Food Lfaw is to procure and 
secure proper food and drink for all of the inhabitants of the state. That is its 
general purpose and scope. And that the terms of the act creating the Dairy 
and Food Commission, the acts amendatory thereto, are broad enough to include 
the Detroit House of Correction and all other penal institutions." 

The judgment of the court below should be affirmed. 
McAlvay, Bird and Steers, JJ., concurre<l with Brooks, C. J. 

Filed Januarys, 1910. 
The People of the State of Michigan 

vs. 
Carl Dehn, Respondent. 

Before the full Bench. 

Moore, J. : The respondent is charged witli violating the provisions of 
Act 151 of the Public Acts of the year 1913, in that he did "offer for sale 
and did sell to James E. Helber, a certain quantity of sausage, to-wit : 
one-quarter pound, which said sausage was then and there adulterated 
within the meaning of Act 151 of the Public Acts of the State of Mich- 
igan for the year 1913, said sausage then and there containing adde<l 
cereal or vegetable flour exceeding two per centum, to-wit: 6.22 per 
centum contrary to the provisions of the act aforesaid." 

After the testimony on the part of the People, and part of the testi- 
mony on the part of respondent was in, it was admitted by respondent 
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that he sold sausage as charged in the information, containing more than 
six per cent of cereal, and claimed the right to do so for reasons that will 
appear later. • 

The trial judge directed the jurj' to bring in a verdict of guilty and 
after returning to the jury room they did so. The case is here on excep- 
tions before sentence. 

It was claimed below that respondent should have been discharged, 

First, because said Act No. 151 of the Public Acts of 1913, upon 
which said information is based, is unconstitutional and void for 
the following reasons: (a) Because the title to said act is not 
broad enough to include the offense so complained of. (b) Be- 
cause the provisions of said act prohibiting the sale of sausage 
containing vegetable tlour or cereal in excess of two i)er cent is 
contrary to the provisions of Section 16 of Article 2 of the Con- 
stitution of this State, providing that no person shall be deprived 
of life, liberty or property without due process of law. (c) Be- 
cause the aforesaid provisions of said law are contrary to the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
(d) Because said act prescribes a cruel and unusual punishment 
and excessive fine, contrary" to the provisions of Section 15 of 
Article 2 of the Constitution of the State, (e) Because the pro- 
visions of said act are uncertain and indefinite, in thalt' it is 
impossible to determine from said act whether the per cent of 
cereal is to be by weight or volume. 

a. The title of Act 151, Public Acts of 1913, reads: 

"An Act providing for the protection of the public health and 
the prevention of fraud and deception, by prohibiting the sale, the 
offering for sale or exposing for sale or the having in possession 
with intent to sell, of adulterated or deleterious sausage; defining 
sausage; and i)rescribiug the penalty for the violation hereof." 

The provisions of the Act material here are as follows: 

"Section 1. It shall be unlawful for any person or persons, by 
himself, herself or themselves, or by his, her or their agents, serv- 
ants or employes, to sell, offer for sale, expose for sale or have in 
possession with intent to sell, sausage that is adulterated within 
the meaning of this act. Sausage when used in this act shall be 
deemed to include Bologna, Weine-wurst and Frankforts." 

"Section 2. For the purpose of this act, sausage or sausage 
meat shall be held to be a comminuted meat from neat cattle or 
swine, or a mixture of such meats, either fresh, salted, pickled or 
smoked, with added salt and spices, and with or without the 
addition of edible animal fat, blood and sugar, or subsequent 
smoking. It shall contain no larger amount of water than the 
meats from which it is prepared contain when in their fresh con- 
dition." 

"Section 3. For the purpose of this act, sausage shall be 
deemed to be adulterated: 
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First, if it contains added water in excess of the quantity re- 
quired to bring the amount up to that which the meats from 
which it is prepared contain immediately after slaughter. 

Second, if it contains any cereal or vegetable flour." 

"Nothing in this act shall be construed as prohibiting the sale 
of sausage which when ]n'operly labeled shall conform to the fol- 
lowing standard : Sausage shall not contain cereal in excess of 
two per cent. When cereal is added its presence shall be noted on 
the label or on the product." 

"Section 4. Any person who shall violate any of the provisions 
of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shall be sentenced to pay a fine of not less than one 
hundred dollars, nor more than two hundred dollars, or to under- 
go an imprisonment of not less than thirty days, nor more than 
sixty days, or both or either, in the discretion of the court." 

The sufficiency of the title to acts to justify the provisions of the acts 
under them has been before this court repeatedly; see People vs. Worden 
Vinegar Co., 118 Mich. G04; People vs. Rutter, lai Id. 250. In People vs. 
Gansley, an opinion handed down this term, there is a full discussion of 
the subject with a collection of the authonties. It is not necessary to 
repeat what is there said. We think the title sufficient. 

b. and c. may be considered together. The testimony is to the effect 
that the cereal used was a healthful article of food, and it is argued by 
counsel that the legislature is not authorized to prevent the sale of such 
food. We quote from the brief : 

"This case, therefore, presents the question as to whether the 
legislature of the State can prohibit the sale of a wholesome, 
nutritious and non-injurious article of food. We have no com- 
plaint of those provisions of the statute which require sausage to 
be labeled when cereal is used; that to our mind is a wise and 
proper provision and if followed will be ample protection to the 
public." 

"It is our contention that if the consumer prefers sausage made 
with cereal or if he can afford to buy it when so made and not 
when manufactured of meat alone, or if the condition of his health 
will not permit him to eat sausage when made of pure meat, the 
legislature has no right and no power under the Constitution of 
this State to deprive that person of his right to purchase this 
wholesome article of food, nor to interfere with the business of 
the manufacturer in supplying this demand." 

Counsel for appellant cite in support of their contention, Armour vs. 
Bird, 159 Mich. 1; People vs. Biesacker, 169 X. Y. 53; Schallenger vs. 
Penn., 171 U. S. 1; State vs. Hanson, 118 Minn. 85; Collins vs. New 
Hampshire, 171 U. S. 30; St. Louis Independent Packing Co. vs. Hous- 
ton, 215 Federal Reporter, 553, and other authorities found in the brief. 
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An examination of these cases will show they are not controlling of the 
ease before us. 

The record disclosed that the sausage was sold in this instance for 
fifteen cents a jmnnd; that the cereal that goes into its manufacture 
cost three and one-half or four cents a pound, and that a pound of the 
cereal usually absorbs from a pound and a tenth to two and one-fifth 
pounds of water. 

It is evident that if respondent may legally use six per cent of cereal 
he may use ten or twenty per cent or any proportion which in his judg- 
ment can be mixed with the other ingredients without destroying the 
demand for his product. 

It is not claimed by the I^eople that the cereal added to the meat made 
a product deleterious to health, but that it does lower the value of the 
sausage, and is a deception and fraud u])on the jnirchaser, and that to 
avoid such a result the State has in the exercise of the police power the 
right to fix food standards, and that in the passage of the Pure Food 
Law it is well within its rights. 

Courts recognize the difficulty of defining the police power of the State. 
It is, however, a power which will adapt itself to the constantly changing 
conditions of life. In 6 Ruling Case Law, page 186, it is said : 

^Mudge Cooley says that the police power of a State ^embraces 
its whole system of internal regulation, by which the State seeks 
not only to preserve the public order and to prevent offense against 
the State, but also to establish for the intercourse of citizens with 
citizens those rules of good manners and good neighborhood which 
are calculated to prevent a conflict of rights and to insure to each 
the uninterrupted enjoyment of his own so far as is reasonably 
consistent with a like enjoyment of rights by others,' and the 
courts have quoted this definition with approval many times. It 
has also been stated that the police power is but another name for 
that authority which resides in every sovereignty to pass all laws 
for the internal regulation and government of the State, and that 
it comprises that portion of the sovereignty of the State which was 
not surrendered bv the terms of the federal constitution to the 
central government. Finally, it has been said that by means of 
this power the legislature exercises a supervision over matters 
involving the common weal, and enforces the observance, by each 
individual member of society, of the duties which he owes to others 
and to the community at large." 

In the same authority at page 208 it said: 

^*The police power of the State is not limited to regulations 
necessary for the preservation of good order or the public health 
and safety. The prevention of fraud and deceit, cheating and 
imposition, is equally within the power, and a State may prescribe 
all such regulations as in its judgment will secure or tend to secure 
the people against the consequences of fraud, such as the pro- 
hibition of the sale of deceitful imitations of articles of food in 
general use, the requirement that goods sold should bear labels 
showing the ingredients, or the regulation of weights and mea- 
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sures, prohibiting the use of coloring matter in articles of food, 
e. g. substitutes for butter, whereby purchasers might be deceived 
into believing that they were purchasing a genuine article, the 
regulation of the size of loaves of bread, and the prevention of 
deception as to the character or quality of goods offered for sale." 

"In general it may be said that a State may institute any 
reasonable preventive remedy required by the frequency of fraud, 
or the difficulty experienced by individuals in circumventing it, 
especially when other means have not proved to be efficacious." 

In Armour and Company vs. Dairy and Food Commissioner, 159 Mich, 
at page 10, it is said: 

"Sausage is defined. by all the lexicographers as an article of 
food composed of meat, salt and spices. See Worcester's and Cen- 
tury Dictionaries. The people generally so understand it. The 
writer of this opinion would be compelled to admit that until very 
recently he had no knowledge that cereal was used in the manu- 
facture of sausage." 

In St. Louis Independent l*acking Company vs. Houston, 215 Federal 
Reporter, at page 55(5, it is said: '*The word 'sausage' is defined by all 
lexicographers as an article of food composed of meat, salt and spices," 
and we think it might be added that until recently the average purchaser 
of food would expect to get a product composed only of those articles if 
he inquired for sausage. 

In this connection the language of Justice Hooker in People vs. Rutter, 
131 Mich. 250, is helpful : 

"Butter is a well known commodity. From time immemorial it 
has had but one origin, viz., from the churning of milk or cream. 
Whatever may be siiid of the possibility of making a product from 
other compounds than milk or cream that shall closely resemble 
or be chemically identical with butter, the world has but one un- 
derstanding of what is meant by the word 'butter,' and we must 
assume that such is the sense in which our legislature used the 
term. 1 Comp. Laws, Sec. 50, subd. 1. A fair inference from this 
statute is that the legislature undertook to prevent deception by 
pi*eventing the sale of any yellow oleomargarine, and it undertook 
to accomplish this by the most effective means, viz., by prohibiting 
the coloring of oleomargarine yellow, thereby avoiding the embar- 
rassment which would otherwise arise from the necessity of prov- 
ing in each case that deceit was used in selling it as and for 
butter." 

In State vs. Ice Cream Co., 147 N. W. R., at page 201, it is said: 

We are not to say and do not, of course, determine, that these 

defendants, or the association appearing in argument, or any 

)»articular person, is or has been guilty of any fraud or deception. 

The question is whether, without a standard, dishonest or un- 

37 
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scnipulous manufacturers may do so. It is not practicable by any 
ordinary inspection for the purchaser to distinguish cheaper, low- 
grade ice cream from the better quality. Because of this it is 
apparent from the matters which we have detailed that an oppor- 
tunity is afforded for deception by selling an inferior quality of 
ice cream at the price of a better or more expensive grade. This 
was the case in the sale of oleomargarine. State vs. Packing Co., 
124 Iowa 232, 100 K. W. R. 50, 2 Ann. Cas. 448." 

"The purpose of the act in question was to prevent just such 
deception and fraud as would be possible without a standard, and 
it seems to us it cannot be seriouslv claimed that the statute will 
not accomplish the end sought." 

• 

In State vs. Campbell, (54 N. H. 402, occurs the following: 

"But the defendant takes the broader ground that the legislature 
cannot, under the Constitution, prohibit the sale of milk drawn 
from healthy cows, which in its natural state falls below the 
standard fixed by the act, unless such milk, or the article made 
from it, is in fact unwholesome or dangerous to public health. 

"The difficulty of guarding against the adulteration of milk may 
have influenced the legislature in fixing a standard of richness. 
Practically it makes no difference whether milk is diluted after it 
is drawn from the cow, or whether it is made watery by giving her 
such food as will produce milk of an inferior quality, or whether 
the dilution, regarded by the legislature as excessive, arises from 
the n«iture of a particular animal or a particular breed of cattle. 
The sale of such milk to unsuspecting consumers for a price in 
excess of its value is a fraud which the statute was designed to 
sui)press. It is a valid exercise by the legislature of the police 
power for the prevention of fraud and the protection of the public 
health, and as such is constitutional." 

In State vs. Creamery Co., 83 Minn. 284, it is said : 

"The defendant claims that this statute, in so far as to pro- 
hibits the sale of cream solelv because it contains less than twentv 
per centum of fat, is unconstitutional, because it is unreasonable 
and not a proper exercise of the police power, is based upon an 
arbitrary classification, and is special legislation, and is an unlaw- 
ful restraint of trade, and illegally restricts the citizen's right to 
contract and pursue a lawful calling, and deprives him of his 
liberty and property without due process of law." 

"The section of the statute in question is a part of the general 
statutes of the state, which were enacted to prevent deception in 
the sale of dairy products, ajnd its obvious purpose is to fix a 
standard for cream, and forbid the sale of any cream, as such, 
which is below the prescribed standard, whereby unsuspecting 
purchasers may be defrauded. It must be and is, construed so as 
to effectuate such purpose. We accordingly hold that the statute 
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in question forbids, and only forbids, the sale of cream, as such, 
which is below the prescribed standard. So contrued, the statute 
is a proper exercise of the police power of the state, and is valid. 
Its constitutionality rests upon the same principles as does the 
validity of statutes prohibiting the sale of milk unless it contains 
a prescribed percentage of fat and solids, and other similar stat- 
utes. The constitutionality of such statutes has been uniformly 
sustained. Butler v. Chambers, 36 Minn. 69, 3 X. W. 308, 1 Am. 
St. Rep. 644, and notes; Com. vs. Evans, 132 Mass. 11; State v. 
Smyth, 14 R. I. 100; State v. Campbell, 64 N. H. 402, 13 Atl. 585; 
City 1. Cook, 38 Mo. App. 660. Counsel for the defendant while 
practically conceding the validity of statutes fixing a standard for 
milk and forbidding the sale of milk below such standard, seek to 
distinguish such statutes from statutes of the character of the 
one we are considering, for the reason that: 

"Cream is a natural product, and when not disease<l or impure, 
is not only harmless, but beneficial as food and for many other 
purposes, whether it contains ten per cent of fat or thirty- five per 
cent of fat. It is commonly known that there is no practice of 
adulterating cream as there is in the case of milk, nor of simulat- 
ing it as in the case of butter, and that pure cream is wholesome, 
though it contains less than twenty per centum of fat." 

"We cannot take judicial knowledge of the supposed facts thus 
asserted ; for if this is a matter in which we are required to take 
judicial notice of the facts, we know that it is entirely feasible to 
mix pure cream with a limited amount of milk, and produce a 
mixture which may be sold to the inexperienced as pure cream. 
Undoubtedly there is less necessity for a statute to prevent decep- 
tion in the sale of cream than there is of one to prevent fraud in 
the sale of milk, because the latter may be classed as a necessity, 
and the former as a luxury, and its sale is not as general as that 
of milk; but the distinction is one of degree, not of principle. In 
either case the legislature is the sole judge of the necessity and 
propriety of preventing deception in the sale of the article, 
by appropriate legislation. Powell v. Pennsylvania, 127 U. S. 678, 
8 Sp. Ct. 992, 1257. And the legislature, by this statute, having, 
in the exercise of the police power, fixed a standard for all cream 
to be sold as such, the act is valid.'' 
In the case of the People vs. Worden, 118 Mich. R. 604, this court 
sustained a law fixing the standard ingredients of vinegar as a proper 
exercise of the Police power, saying in effect that if it is contended the 
standard fixed is unreasonable that the question might very properly 
be addressed to the Legislature. See City of St. Louis vs. Renter, 190 
Missouri, 514; People v. Gierard, 145 N. Y. R. 105; Commonwealth v. 
Evans, 132 Mass. 11. 
We think the legislature was within the police power. 
We have considered the other assignments of error and deem them not 
well taken. 

The conviction is aflSrmed and the case is remanded for further pro- 
ceedings. 
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PEOPLE V. FEDERIGHI. 

Opinion filed June 8, 1916. 

Criminal Law — Complaint — Suflftciency of — Knowledge. 

Knowledge of a violation of Act 207, P. A. 1913, having been made an essential 
ingredient of an offense under this statute, a complaint which fails to alle|;e 
knowledge on the part of the respondent, is fatally defective. 

Error to circuit court, Berrien county. George Bridgman, judge. 

Appeal of Cesare Federighi from a cbnviction of a violation of Act 
207, P. A. 1913. Reversed and respondent discharged. 

Grant Fellows, Attorney General; Chester 1\ O'Hara, Prosecuting 
Attorney of St. Joseph, for the people. 

G. M. Valentine and John J. Sterling, hoth of Grand Haven, for the 
defendant. 

Before the full bench. 

Kuhn, J. : The respondent is charged with a violation of Section 5 of 
Act 207, Session Laws of 1913. This act is entitled : 

"An Act to prevent fraud and deception in the sale of Michigan grown fresh 
fruits and vegetables, and to provide penalties for violations of this act." 

The act contains six sections. The first five sections regulate the pack- 
ing and sale of fruit, and define what acts shall constitute a viola- 
tion of the law. The complaint upon which this prosecution is based al- 
leges facts which are within Section 5, which is in terms as follows: 

"No person shall sell or offer, expose or have in his possession for sale, any 
fresh fruits or vegetables packed in any package in which the faced or shown 
surface gives a false representation of the contents of such package, and it 
shall be considered a false representation when more than twenty per cent of 
such fresh fruits or vegetables are substantially smaller in size than or inferior 
in grade to, or different in variety from, the faced or shown surface of such 
package, natural deterioration and decay in transit or storage excepted." 

Section 6, which is the penal section of the statute, reads as follows : 

"Every person who, by himself, his agent or employee, knowingly violates any 
of the provisions of this act shall for each such offense, be deemed guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding 
ten dollars, or by imprisonment in the county jail for a period not exceeding 
thirty days, or by both such fine and imprisonment in the discretion of the court." 

The respondent was arrested, tried and convicted in the justice court, 
and on appeal to the circuit court was again tried and convicted. At the 
trial in the circuit court his counsel moved that the court direct the jury 
to render a verdict of not guilty, on the ground that neither the com- 
plaint nor the warrant charged or alleged that the respondent had 
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knowingly -violated the statute under which the prosecution is brought. 
Respondent also presented certain requests in writing for instructions 
to the jury which involved the same questions. These were refused by 
the court. After his conviction respondent moved an arrest of the ver- 
dict, assigning four reasons or causes therefor, all of which challenged 
the sufficiency of the complaint and warrant. This motion was denied. 
The sole question, therefore, which is properly before us on exceptions 
before sentence is whether or not the complaint and Avarrant sufficiently 
charged an offense under the said provisions of Act 207, Session Laws of 
1913. 

It is unquestionably the settled rule in this State that where scienter 
is made an ingredient of the offense, it is necessary to charge and prove 
it. There is some difficulty in determining on a reading of this act, ex- 
actly what the intention of the legislature was in the use of the word 
"knowingly" in section 6. Section 5 does not make knowledge a sub- 
stantive ingredient of the offense. But in our opinion, all the sections 
of the statute should be taken together, to determine what the legislative 
intent was, and there can be no doubt that it was the intention of the 
legislature to make the- scienter a part of the offense created by this 
statute. 

We are of the opinion that it cannot be said that simply selling the 
fruit which does not come up to the standard required by the statute 
necessarily implies that the seller knew of the inferiority. This is not, 
therefore, one of that class of cases in which it has been held that knowl- 
edge need not be averred where it cannot possibly be said that the re- 
spondent could have been ignorant of the offense. See People v. Lennox, 
106 Mich. 625. We see no escape from the conclusion that the complaint 
is fatally defective in that it does not charge one of the essential ingre- 
dients of the offense created by the statute, that is, that the respondent 
knowingly committed the act made illegal thereby. People v. Fitzger- 
ald, 92 Mich. 328. 

The complaint not stating the offense charged by the statute, it follows 
that the judgment must be reversed and the respondent discharged. 
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Hon. Woodbridge X. Ferris, Goveruor, Lansing, Michigan. 

Sir: — The following is my report of the work of the Weights and 
Measures Division of the Dairy and Food Department, also of the work 
of the countv and city inspectors of w^eights and measures, for the year 
ending June' 30, 1916: 

The Dairy and Food Department does not attempt to test all the scales 
in the State because of the small number of inspectors in the department. 
It would be impossible to thoroughly police the State without a much 
larger force. Fourteen counties have county sealers of weights and 
measures and twenty cities have city sealers of weights and measures, 
leaving the rest of the State without sealers unless the Dairy and Food 
Department does the work. The provisions of the law providing for 
city and county sealers are not compulsory. The law makes it optional 
with the board of supervisors or the city council whether they appoint 
local sealers or not. The writer has spent considerable time and expense 
to the State trying to convince boards of supervisors and city councils 
that they should appoint sealers. Some have responded; the majority 
have not. The intention of the legislature when the bill was passed was 
that the Dairy and Food Department should have oversight over the 
weights and measures of the State, leaving the work of testing the mea- 
sures and scales and enforcing the law to the city and county sealers. 
Few sealers were appointed in comparison with the territory to be 
covered and the work to be done, and changes should be made in the law 
providing either that the appointment of city and county sealers be 
compulsory or the number of dairj' and food inspectors increased so that 
they can do the work. 

The writer does not favor county inspectors. An inspection of their 
work and their reports do not show as good work as they should. 
There are several reasons for this. The majority of the counties of the 
State are of small population and they cannot afford to pay a fair salary' 
to maintain a man the year round. A sealer not working the year round 
is not at his best, as new conditions are constantly arising which a sealer 
has to study out to do good work. Any dealer who intentionally short- 
weighs his customers soon learns that the sealer works only part of the 
year, which leaves the i)ublic without protection, as the sealer does not 
care to work without pay. The public has to pay the tax whether it is a 
State or a county official. The counties which have sealers would not 
have to pay any more proportionately to a State inspector than they 
pay for a county inspector. County sealers are not as aggressive in con- 
demning scales and enforcing the law as the State and city sealers. The 
reason the writer is not prepared to give, unless the count}* sealer is 
afraid he wall make enemies. 

The writer does not include all county sealers in the above list, par- 
ticularly the sealers of Saginaw, Marquette, St. Glair and Bay Counties. 
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All cities having a i)opulatioii over a,000 should be compelled to ai>point 
a sealer of weights and measures. 

Following is a list of the cities and counties having sealers : 

CITY SEALERS. 

F. G. Barnard, Battle Creek. 
Randall Eberstein, Kalamazoo. 
John H. Zehnder, Saginaw. 
Lieut. George F. Austin, Detroit. 
Ed. C, Rogers, Lansing. 
George Eldredge, Adrian. 
Ed. Friar, Flint. 
A. «T. Finn, Cheboygan. 
John J. Byrne, Grand Rapids. 
Bert Van Nortwick, Greenville. 
Fred J. Miller, Alpena. 

E. J. Gatfield, Ludington, 

F. E. Conant, Behling. 
Charles J. B. McNallv, Owosso. 
J. B. Austin, Pontiac. 

G. A. Osborn, Jackson. 
Frank Van Ry, Holland. 
O. H. Stevens, Albion. 

J. W. Worden, Highland Park. 
Roy W. Ferris, Muskegon. 

COUNTY SEALERS. 

D. Ward, Clare County, Clare. 

John Anderson, Grand Traverse County, Traverse City. 

David H. Hawken, Gladwin County, Gladwin. 

Thomas M. Wells, Marquette County, Negaunee. 

Fred Dolecke, Eaton County, Charlotte. 

William J. Schwalm, Huron County, Bad Axe. 

R. G. Elliott, Alger County, Munising. 

John W. Tait, Iosco County, East Tawas. 

George L. Smith, Chippewa County, Sault Ste. Marie. 

C. J. Wuellner, Menominee Countv, Menominee. 

Alvin A. Greer, St. Clair County, Port Huron. 

Howard B. Clark, Washtenaw County, Manchester. 

Pat Connors, Ontonagon County, Matchwood. 

H. E. Maxson, Bay County, Bay City. 

CAR TRACK SCALES. 

Upon request of this department, the National Bureau of Weights and 
Measures sent its track scale inspection car to Michigan during the 
month of December. They tested forty track scales in Michigan. Thes6 
scales were tested in the cities of Detroit, Grand Rapids, Jackson, Bay 
City, SaginaAV, St. Charles, l*ort Huron, Harbor Beach, and Flint. Very 
few of the scales passed inspection. The error was found to be as high 
as 10.84% on a scale over which a great deal of weighing was done, which 
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convinced the department that some system of track scale inspection 
should be carried out in Michigan, as the railroads have not the proper 
equipment to give their scales a good test. At the present time, the 
railroads charge a very heavy freight rate for hauling the cars around, 
and especially for. placing them on the scales. People would naturally 
think that the railroads would want their scales tested so as to be sure 
of their accuracy. The legislature should provide for a track scale inspec- 
tion car which would not cost over $18,000, and also should provide that 
the railroads move this car at their own expense. There are a great 
many track scales in Michigan, there being over two hundred in Detroit 
alone. A fee should be charge<l for testing private car track scales of at 
least $15 a scale. 

WAGON SCALES. 

Because of the large ex[)ense incurred in moving the weights, only 
twent\'-six hopper scales were tested ; nineteen were right and seven Avere 
not. As so much money is involved over the hopper scales, there should 
be a more extensive inspection of these scales by the department, and a 
fee should be charged for their inspection also. Of the wagon scales 
seventy-eight were correct and one* hundred fourteen incorrect. This 
shows 59.4% of these to be wrong. Nine of these scales were adjusted. 
The average person thinks that when a scale is in balance it is cor- 
rect, which idea is erroneous, as the average scale will balance, but it still 
may weigh wrong. Several large commercial firms which have a number 
of wagon scales have been starting a system of inspection of their own, 
especially the beet sugar manufacturing companies. Some firms' inspec- 
tion is very efficient and they keep their scales up in good shape. A ton 
of weights does not cost a company much, and it will be to their advant- 
age to test same so that they will be sure of the accuracy of their scales. 

The largest number of complaints receiA'ed by this department come 
from dealers who want their wagon scales tested out. It entails a very 
heavy expense to the state to test these scales out, as it takes at least a 
half ton of weights to give the scale a good test. The express and freight 
from town to town added to the cost of drayage, which is about fifty cents 
an hour, makes the total expense very high, and the writer believes that 
there should be a fee charged for the testing of heavy scales, and at least 
two trucks bought capable of carrying a half ton of weights and placed 
in different sections of Michigan, and two men sent with each truck and 
a fee of f2.00 or $3.00 charged for the testing of all wagon scales. The 
writer does not believe that a fee should be charged for testing counter 
scales. Fees should be charged for the testing of all scales of the type 
of penny slot machine scales that are made for the weighing of people. 
In Iowa, a fee of ?3.00 each is charged for these slot machine scales, and 
a large sum of money is realized. 

In Testing the suspension scales, a percentagje of 20.8 were condemned, 
and in the counter scales a percentage of 80. Two suspension scales were 
adjusted and one hundred counter scales. In the spring balances, there 
were 38 correct and 935 incorrect, or a percentage of 96 incorrect. These 
were the cheap type of scale, which the grocer is apt to buy and put on 
his counter for a candy scale or for light weighing. These scales will not 
stand up, and everything should be done to discourage their use. The 
prescription scales and apothecaries' weights have been cleaned up in 
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Michigan and the State is in good ff:hape. This report shows a heavy 
percentage of dry measures condemned, but now the State has very few 
incorrect diT measures. 

SCALES FOR TESTING BEANS. 

After over a year's time, specifications have been prepared for the 
testing of beans which were finally adopted by the Bean Jobbers' Asso- 
ciation. 

The department has tested 60,315 Babcock cream bottles, of which 
8,000 were condemned. At this writing, the percentage of bottles tested 
has fallen off greatly, and the writer l)elieves it is a good thing to have 
all these bottles pass through the department to be tested. The cream- 
eries then are certain that the bottles are correct and the ci'eam seller 
understands that the State seal has been placed on the bottle, thus giv- 
ing him confidence that the bottles are correct. 

A great many counter measures have been changed. The percentage of 
large tacks found incorrect was 40.7. 

Tliis department has investigated each complaint, and where the con- 
ditions seemed bad, has gone through and tested out all the scales in 
different towns and cities. It has also made careful surs^eys of the work 
of the local county and city sealers and where a sealer was not doing his 
work, the State has stepped in and made an inspection of that town, city, 
or county, which has ke])t the different county and city sealers up to date 
and doing good work. We have carried on investigations of the sale of 
every conmiodity from diamonds to a spool of thread. We have found 
diamond Aveights that were 25% short. The drug inspectors are being 
equipped to go out and test out the gold and diamond scales and Aveights. 
We have made a thorough investigation of the filling of paint cans and 
found that a large percentage of the small sized cans were short. The 
variation in the filling of these cans leads the writer to believe that it 
was carelesness in the filling. The i)ercentage of cans having short 
measure would make a large profit to tliese manufacturers of paint. The 
department counted a number of manufacturers' packages of tacks, and 
found them running as high as 12% short, the label on the tacks bearing 
the statement that there were five hundred tacks to the package. The 
measuring of thread by this department showed that there was as high as 
109? shortage on some spools. The loss to the public on a five-cent pack- 
age of tacks or a five-cent spool of thread, which does not show over 10%r 
shortage, is infinitesimal, but the tendency of the public is to buy all 
commodities in small quantities, and should each commodity represent a 
shortage of 10*^^ , it would amount to quite a large sum of money to the 
consumer at the end of the year, and it is the work of the weights and 
measures division to keep up all of this. 

The writer's hardest work is to get the sealers to reweigh packages, 
what we term a trv^-out. It is a most essential part of the sealer's work, 
but it has been the experience of all sealers that as soon as a grocer sees 
the sealer in his store, he will be giving honest weight, so it is very hard 
to get him with short weight, and therefore we have to rely upon the 
public to inform us of the dealers who are giving short weight. Each 
housewife should be equipped with a good set of scales, and she should 
1 eweigh all the packages that come in. 
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BERRY BOXES. 

The worst problem that the Michigan weiglits and measures official 
faces at this time is the berry box problem. Michigan does not have a 
berrj^ box law and the attorney general has informed the department in 
a verbal opinion that as long as the dealers sell the berries by the box 
that they are not violating the law, even though the box is short measure. 
In other states, such as Wisconsin and New York, they have laws com- 
pelling them to sell berries and fruits by the quart and pint. The last 
Congress passed a law compelling dealers in berries entering interstate 
commerce to sell same by the quart and pint. The next legislature 
t^hould copy the national law so that we cannot have berries sold intra- 
state in the short measure boxes. 

JJLUD. 

The writer also believes that a law should be passed comjielling certain 
sized packages in different commodities; for illustration, there should be 
tlj 5, and 10-pound pails of lard. The State of North Dakota has such a 
law, and it has been declared constitutional. At the present time, the 
pails are gross 1^, 5, and 10 pounds instead of net .*], 5, and 10 pounds, and 
when the consumer asks the dealer for a ^, 5, or 10-pound pail of lard, he 
gets one of these gross weight pails. 

LIQUIDS. 

The State should also have a law that liquids such as syrups, vinegars, 
olive oil, etc., be sold by the pint, quart, two quarts, or gallon. The 
reason why such a law should be enacted is that syrups and vinegar labels 
are stamped in avoirdupois weight, such as 10 ft>., 5 lb., 2 lb., etc. The 
average consumer does not know what quantity those represent an<l 
cannot very well be educated because different syrups will weigh dif- 
ferent amounts as the body of the syrup is heavy or light, and the 
consumer in the past has been buying by liquid measure, and the writer 
has had some experience trjing to change customs in weights and mea- 
sures and finds that it is ver^* hard to do this, and that it leads to a great 
amount of friction. The custom of selling liquids by avoirdupois weight 
leads to a large number of violations of the law, as dealers will sell these 
pails by liquid measure rather than by avoirdupois weight. For illustra- 
tion, if the consumer calls for a gallon of syrup, he Avill be handed a 
10-pound pail which lacks fibout a pound and a half of being a gallon. 
These pails are used again many times for the measuring of commodities 
and the consumer is short measured again. In fact the writer is con- 
vinced that certain sized packages should be set for all goods in 
package form, not only foods but articles of any other commodity 
which might be put up in package form, for illultration, any article 
which might be sold by avoirdupois weight such as by the pound 
or ounce. Certain size<l standards should be set as ounce, one- 
quarter pound, one-half pound, three-quarters pound, and pound, as the 
consumer has no way of distinguishing between manufacturers' and deal- 
ers' goods as to which is the better bargain by the price that they are 
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being sold for, unless the weights are clear. A dealer may be charging a 
certain i>rice for a pound of raisins. His competitor may charge a cent 
less for fifteen ounces of raisins. Another competitor may be charging 
still a cent less for fourteen ounces of raisins, and unless the buyer is 
keen to detect that there is a difference in weight, he may not be getting^ 
as much for his money as the dealer who sells a pound box is giving, and 
the consumer may think that he is getting a pound in each case. 

This will apply to all other kinds of foods as well as raisins. The 
writer also believes that the net weight or measure law should be ex- 
tended to cover all kinds of connnodities, as well as foods, so that the 
people may understand exactly what quantity they are buying. All of 
these laws are made for the protection of the public. It has been found 
necessary in the past to make many laws for their protection, and the 
laws can now be extended along the weights and measures line to these 
things so that the i)ublic will not have to spend their time trying to figure 
out the different weights of different sized packages. 

WEIGHTS PER BUSHEL LAW. 

The writer has made a study of the weights per bushel law and he has 
lecided that it is obsolete. In times past, there was a necessity for a 
weights per bushel law because the largest percentage of grains and 
vegetables were exchangeil in trade with dry measures, but that day has 
l)assed and now nearly all grains and vegetables are being exchanged by 
weight, and when the price is computed by weight pec bushel, the weight 
should be fairly accurate based upon a certain measure that would be 
either a stricken bushel or a heaped bushel and after a lot of experiment- 
ing the writer is convinced that outside of certain commodities, a weight 
per bushel law cannot be made Avhich would be accurate enough to do 
justice to all the different varieties and sizes of grains, fruits and vege- 
tables. We will take for illustration, apples. Different states have 
different weights per bushel for apples. The Michigan law states 48 
pounds as the standard. A bushel of the variety of Northern Spies or 
Baldwins will weight 48 pounds to the measurement of a heaped bushel, 
Avhile other varieties, such as the Ben Davis, Red Astrachan, and Yellow 
Transparent, wMll not weigh over from 42 to 45 pounds per bushel, so that 
the dealer who buys by w^eight and sells by measure can make something 
in the transaction without charging any more per bushel, because it is 
almost impossible to heap a bushel basket of Red Astrachans and get 
over 45 pounds. There is a difference in weight per bushel of large sized 
turnips and small ones. There is a difference in weight i)er bushel of the 
varieties of vegetables. Take for illustration, onions. Yellow Danvers 
and Silverskins will vary ten pounds per bushel in Aveight. So the w-riter 
has come to the conclusion that the best and most satisfactory way to 
compute the price on these goods is to sell them by the hundredweight or 
subdivision thereof. There is no necessity of quoting grain by the bushel 
today, as it is all weighed, and that also can be sold by the hundred- 
weight. The practice is being followed in California satisfactorily, and 
Michigan should take a step in advance in this same direction. 
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BDUCATION. 
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^^." . This department has carried on a very extensive educational weights 

^r ?* and measures campaign. Russell E. Woodruff, in connection with Lieut. 

'^ . Geo. F. Austin, city sealer of Detroit, carried an exhibit to each school 

n m the cit}" and gave them a lecture. The same was done in Grand Rapids 

and various other cities in Michigan. Exhibits were held at various 
Tj . fairs, granges and other places. All of the work and lectures at these 

«^i exhibits tend to educate the public to know just what their rights in 

buying are, as far as weights and me;isures are concerned. A pamphlet 
was gotten out entitled, "Hints to Housewives," containing suggestions 
']' to the housewives and exposing the different practices of short weight 

merchants and telling them how they can overcome them. Several thou- 
sand of these have been distributed over Michigan. We find that both 
1" our educational exhibits and this pamphlet are much in demand, and 

would advise all people interested in honest weights and mefisures to ask 
for and get an exhibit of this nature in their locality. 

NEWSPAPER PUBLICITY. 

The good results obtained^ by our department are due in no small 
measure to the cooperation of the press in the wide publicity it has 
given us in exposing the different fraudulent practices of dealers from 
time to time. The writer regards the press as one of the best mediums 
to educate the public to be on the lookout for these practices, and it 
virtually makes an inspector of every housewife in the State. We have 
also worked with housewives' leagues and other women's organizations 
of the State, and find that educating them to honest weights and mea- 
sures is one of the best forms of work that this department can do. 

NEW EQUIPMENT. 

This department has not bought any large amount of new equipment. 
A calorimeter was purchased for the purpose of testing the B. T. U. in 
gas. Upon investigation, the writer was satisfied that more fraud was 
practiced by the gas manufacturers in cutting out B. T. U. than by the 
shortage in meters. We have found as high as 10% shortage in the cities 
of Flint and Jackson. The writer would recommend that there be a 
meter law copied after the Maryland bill, which makes it a misdemeanor 
for the gas company for each meter found running short and provides a 
penalty of flOO fine. There should also be sent out a model ordinance so 
that the different cities can copy same when placing ordinances upon 
their books. The majority of the cities have set the standard of 600 
B. T. U. in their ordinances. At this writing, an outfit has been pur- 
chased to test the electric meters also. 

HAWKERS AND PEDDLERS. 

The largest number of complaints that come to the Dairy and Food 
Department of short weighing and short measuring are from the dealers 
called hawkers and peddlers; these are men and women who peddle 
goods from a wagon or push cart. The writer has come to believe that 
all of these should be licensed by the State with a small license fee of, 
say, |1.00, the department having the right to make rules and regulations 
39 
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as to the weighing and measuring devices which they shall have on their 
carts, and also the right to take away their license any time they find 
them short weighing or short measuring. This would have a tendency to 
make the peddler more careful for fear his license would be taken away. 
The writer has made some rather radical recommendations in this 
annual report, but his observations as weights and measures official have 
convinced him that all of these are necessary for the good of business, 
and he believes that the best asset that a large or small business man 
can have is the confidence of the public in weights and measures, and all 
such things as 15-ounce packages of raisins and 13-ounce bottles of olive 
oil that are sold for a pint and things of like nature do not get the 
confidence of the public, and it leads to another bad condition, which 
enables a man who sells these short weight and short measure packages 
of food to cut prices. The dealer who sells the package that the public 
wants, such as quart, pint, pound, etc., has to get a certain price. The 
dealer who sells a short quart, pint or pound package form of goods, 
though it may be labeled correctly, is enabled to cut the price somewhat. 
The public does not readily distinguish the difference in the size of the 
packages, and the dealer who puts up a full sized package for sale has 
to cut his price to meet competition, and as a result he gets in short 
weight packages also. In the end the public is not ahead any. All of 
these snide packages lead to bad business methods, and the placing of 
laws on the statute books prohibiting same is the onh^ Avay they can be 
eradicated. Everyone interested in weights and measures should put his 
shoulder to the wheel in educating the public to ask for these laws. 

Respectfully submitted, 

BURR B. LINCOLN, 
Deputy Dairy and Food Commissioner.. 
In Charge Weights and Measures. 
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WBIGHTS AND MEASURES. 



The following gives the work of the departments inspectors of weights 
and measures during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916: 



Railroad track scales 

Hopper scales 

Wagon scales 

Other platform scales 

Suspension scales 

Counter scales 

Spring balances 

Beam scales 

Computing scales 

Slot personal scales 

Cream scales 

Spring ice scales 

Prescription scales 

Dry measures , 

Liquid measures 

Milk jars 

Automatic pumps 

Baskets , 

Cream bottles 

Bottomless measures 

Yard sticks 

Counter measures , 

Tapes 

Graduates 

Weights 

Apothecary and metric weights 
Jewelry scales 



Correct. 


Incorrect. 








ig 


7 


78 


114 


284 


97 


441 


162 


085 


630 


38 


935 


441 


290 


2,758 


1,790 


6 


12 


96 


35 


5 


2 


1.04g 


34 


5,575 


3,968 


2.834 


3.109 


6,956 


57 


73 


7 


316 


217 


548 


535 





2 


1,117 


88 


5,242 


3,600 


3 


28 


6,616 


63 


12,369 


1.907 


7,488 


904 


40 


3 



Adjusted. 



1 

9 
25 
2 

100 

4 

51 

669 




13 




51 





42 





114 

20 





WEIGHTS AND MEASURES. 



The following gives the work of the County and City Sealers of weights 
and measures as reported during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916: 



Railroad track scales 

Hopper scales 

Wagon scales 

Other platform scales 

Suspension scales 

Counter scales 

Spring balances 

Beam scales 

Computing scales 

Slot personal scales 

Dry measures 

Liquid measures 

Milk Jars 

Automatic pumps 

Baskets 

Boxes 

Yard sticks 

Counter measures 

Tapes. 

Wdghts 

MlaoeUaneouB 



Sealed. 



12 

142 

1,060 

2.568 

40 

2.357 
973 
455 

5,063 
20 

17.423 

13,937 

2.073,107 

1,108 

2 

175,096 

60 

4,828 

31 

12.155 

1.624 



Adjusted. 



5 

28 

87 

183 

5 

282 
41 
95 

650 

7 

603 
3 



231 



3,023 



1,152 
20 



Condemned 
for repairs . 



26 

12 

195 

433 

10 

433 
826 

95 
806 

16 

1,729 

1.790 

78,574 

106 

6 

136 
34 

603 
67 

763 

750 
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